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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE SIXTY-FIFTH CONGRESS
THIRD SESSION.

SENATE.
WebNEesoay, February 12, 1919.
(Legislative day of Tuecsday, February 11, 1919.)

The Senate reassembled at 11 o'clock a, m., on the expiration
of the recess.

The Vice President being absent the President pro tempore
assumed the chair.

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

'::‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore.
roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

The Secretary will call the

Beckham Johnson, 8. Dak, Robinson Spencer
Chamberlain Jones, N, Mex, Saulsbu Sterling
Colt Sheppar Sutherland
Culberson McNary Sherman Thomas
Dillingham Myers Simmons Thompson
Hardwick Norris Smith, Ga. Trammell
Johnson, Cal. Penrose Smoot Warren

Mr. SUTHERLAND. T wish to state that my colleague, the
senjor Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr], is absent on
account of illness,

Mr. SHEPPARI). I desire to state that the Senator from

North Carolina [Mr. Overaax], the Senator from Delaware
[Mr. Worcorr], and the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELsoN]
are absent on official business.
. Mr. SPENCER, I wish to announce that the Senator from
Arizona [Mr. AsHURsT], the Senator from Montana [Mr.
WarsH], the Senator from Kansas [Mr, Curris], and the Sen-
ator from Idaho [Mr. NucexT] are absent on official business in
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Twenty-eight Senators have
answered to their names. A gquorum is not present. The Sec-
retary will call the roll of absent Senators.

The Secretary called the names of the absent Senators, and
Mr. Gore, Mr. HExpErsoN, Mr. LA Forrerre, Mr. MartIN of
Virginia, Mr. NEw, Mr. Pace, Mr. RAxspELL, Mr. SHAFROTH,
Mr. Saara of South Carolina, Mr. Swansow, Mr. TowNSESD,
and Mr. VarpAumax answered to their names when called.

Mr. Frercaer, Mr. McKerLtag, Mr. Joxes of Washington, Mr.
Hircacock, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr, GAy, Mr. CArper, Mr.
Kenyox, Mr. GroxNA, Mr. Kirey, Mr. WEeks, Mr., McLean,
Mr. Kerroce, Mr. Bamp, Mr. Cuananxs, Mr. Kexprick, Mr.
BAxRxHEAD, Mr. PoMERENE, and Mr. Porrock entered the Cham-
ber and answered to their names.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I wish to announce that the
genior Senator from Maryland [Mr. SymitH] and the senior
Senator from Mississippi [Mr, Writrians] are detained by
{llness.

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-nine Senators have
answered to their names. There is a quorum present.

VICE PRESIDENT MARSHALL'S CREED OF AMERICAXNISAL

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, on the Tth instant the Na-
tional Press Club of Washington invited the Vice President to
be their guest, On that occasion in delivering an address he
presented a creed that expressed his opinions with regard to
Americanism at the present time. It is so beautifully expressed
and in such terse American language that I should like to have
it read from the desk.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as
requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

“ I believe that the American Republic as instituted by the
fathers constitutes the finest system of government ever or-
dained among men and affords the machinery for the righting of
grievances without resort to violence, tumult, and disorder.-

*“1 believe that every inequality which exists in the soecial
and economic condition of the American people is traceable to
the successful demands of interested classes for class legislation,
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and I believe, therefore, that practical equality can be obtained
under our form of government by remedial legislation in the in-
terest of the American people and not in the interest of any
body thereof, large or small,

“I believe there is no justification in a government, where
officials are elected and laws made by the people, for a minority
to threaten bloodshed and anarchy unless the majority shall
submit to the will of the minority.

“I believe that America belongs to American citizens, native
and naturalized, who are willing to seek redress for their griev-
ances in orderly and constitutional ways, and I believe that all
others should be taught, peacefully if we can and foreibly if we
must, that our country is not an international boarding house nor
an aumchlst café,

“1 pledge myself to the support of these principles by my
voice, my vote, and, if need be, by my fortunes and my life, and
} 1pr]']m'nise my country to train my children in this most holy

a t 'I,
APPEAL OF RUSSIAN SOCIETIES.

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent to present an appeal
from 39 Russian societies in the United States, and I ask that
it be printed in the REcogp.

There being no objection, the appeal was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows :

Russian Appeal.

Whereas, the supreme council of the peace conference in Paris has
pi:alctlicai 1{ dec ﬂeﬂ to enter into negotiations with the Bolshevist offi-
clais 1n uss

Whereas the suprcme council has decided to meet the Bolshevist dele-
gates as well as the delegates of the Russian loyal factions apposed
{%ltghe Bolsheviki, on the Princes' Islands, on the 15th of February,

Whereas in the opinion of the loyal Russian organizations the Bolshes
vikl, in signing a separate peace with the central powers at Brest-
Litovsk have committed an act of hlxh treason toward Russia as
_well as toward the allied cause in general ;

Whereas, further, it has been proved that the Russian Soviet officials
were on the pay roll of the g:rinl German Government ;

Whereas during the Bolshevist rule in Russia unspeakable terror has
been going on and thousands and thousands of innocent men, women,
and children have been murdered by the Bolsheviki without any
trial, and taking into consideration that the Soviet terror was con-
demned by President Wilton on the 21st of September, 1918, in his
address to all the nefutrnl governments ;

Whereas the Bolsheviki have abolished all the fundamental principles
of liberty and civilization in Russia;

Whereas the Bolshevist rule has pmed to be the greatest and most
irreparable misfortune in Russia's histo

Whereas it is contrary to the national dlg:f of the peoples of Russia
%‘r meet the allied representatives somewhere in the backyard of

urope ;

Whereas the very idea of a joint meeting at which representatives of
Trotzky on the one hand and the loyal Russians on the other would
meet constitutes an offense to loyal and honest Russia :

Resolved, To appeal to ;l:mblic opinion of the United States and the
anied nations and to emp

That the loyal Russian o tﬁnnlzntions in the United States be-
!ieve that the above decislon of the supreme council at the peace con-
ference in Paris is a fatal and historical error which m dgbt affect in a
most harmful manner the civilization of the whole worl

(b) That the above decision of the allied gomrnmefnts is apt to
strengthen the Bolshevist cause at the very moment when Trotzky's
régime i3 on the verge of a complete collapse;

(¢) That, notwithstanding the decision of ‘the supreme council, the
Joyal Russian organizations feel their duty and will continue their fight
against the Russian Bolshevist traitors; and

(d) Finally, that we are deeply convinced that the lofal Russian
delegates should meet the allled representatives either in Paris or

nowhere.

Executive Board of the General Committee of Russian Na-
tional Defense (comprising 39 Russian organizations,
societies, lltlcal groups. and professional unions, 5
Knrpatht» izations and the comsistory of
the Greek Orthndox urch, with 250 branches in the
TUnited States and Canada) ; chairman, A. D. Semenoff-
sky; vice chairman, Lieut. Boris Brasol; members,
Lient. Commander P. E. Stogoff, Col. N. N. Koch, Rev.
I.. Tourkevich, Rev. P. Popoff, representatives of the
Karpatho-Russians, Gataliak and Cherniak; secretaries,
Capt. N. Vishnevsky, V. Shumsky. Voluntary Associ-
ation of the Russian Army and Navy Officers in the
United States; prmﬁdent Col, I. Siderkin. TUnilon of
Russian Engineers (ﬁ:‘;esident, Count 8. Shullenberg;
secretary, Engineer

Jenwary 28, 1919,

New Yorx CiTy,
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MESSAGE FLOM THE HOUSE.
A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South,
refurned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the
bill (8. 3992) to investigate the claims of and to enroll cer-
tain persons, if entitled, with the Omaha Tribe of Indians.

The message also announced that the House agrees to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate fo the
bill (H. . 15140) making appropriations to supply deficiencies
in appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919,
and prior fiscal years, and for other purposes.

The message further announced that the House disagrees
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13308)
making appropriations for the service of the Post Office De-
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and for
other purposes, agrees to the conference asked for by the
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and
had appointed Mr, Mooxw, Mr. Berr, Mr. Rousg, Mr. STEENER-
sow, and Mr. MappEN managers at the conference on the part
of the House.

The message also announced that the House had passed a
bill (H., R. 15539) making appropriations for the naval serv-
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and for other
purposes, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED,

The message further announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 15219) making ap-
propriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions
of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920,
and for other purposes, and it was thereafter signed by the
Vice President.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Worces-
ter, Mass., praying for the Government ownership of railroads,
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Irish-American
Catholic Societies of Lowell, Mass., favoring the independence
of Ireland, which were referred to the Committee on Ioreign
Relations,

Mr. McLEAN presented a petition of the Lithuanian Inde-
pendent Club, of Bristol, Conn., praying for the independence of
Lithuania, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations,

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Middletown,
Conn., praying for a league of nations to enforce peace, which
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. SMITH of Arizona presented a petition of the Arizona
Good Roads Association, praying for the repair of the bridge
across the Gila River, in Arizona, which was referred to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

Mr. TOWNSEND presented a petition of the United Automo-
bile, Aireraft, and Vehicle Workers of America, praying for
Government care of returned and discharged soldiers, which
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also presented a petition of the Parents Council of the
Straight School, of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the estab-
lishment of a department of education, which was referred to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 378, Interna-
tional Molders’ Union, of Bay City, Mich., praying for the pas-
sage of the so-called civil-service retirement bill, which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of Local Union, International
Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron-Ship Builders and Help-
ers of America, of River Rouge, Mich., and a petition of Local
Lodge No. 788, Brotherhood of Railway Clerks, Freight Handlers
and Station Employees, of St. Ignace, Mich., praying for the
Government control of the railroads of the country, which were
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

Mr. COLT. I present a resolution adopted by the General
Assembly of Rhode Island, which I ask to have printed in the
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post
Roads.

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the
Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed
in the REcorp, as follows:

[State of Rhode Island, ete., in g!ingelrgl] assembly. January session, A. D.

Resolution protesting against the improper method of computing and
the excessive charges on telephone calls to I;:oints outside local-service
areas throughout the United States, which became effective on the
21st day of January, A. D. 1919,
Resolved, That the General Assembly of the State of Rhode Island

does hereby enter its protest against that improper method of comput-
ing and the excessive charges on telephone toll calls to points outside
local-service areas throughout the United States, which became effective
on the 21st day of January, A. D, 1919 ; and bhe it further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be directed to the Postmaste
:f_}eml;aluot i:het E,'ﬁll:gdugtatgsﬂmmle?mdaindcn copy to encif oto:hnemﬁgf:
atives of the gress
e ey of the e 0 e Island in Con and the Scnate of
STATE OF RHODE ISLAXD,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE,
e Providence.
ereby certify the foregoing to be a true copy of the original reso-
lution ap?roved by his excellency the governor l-lﬁarun 6, llglﬂ.
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the
;ee:l} t;fg fge State of Rhode Island this 10th day of February, in the
[SEAL.] J. FRED PARKER,
Seerctary of State,

Mr. COLT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Paw-
tucket and Central Falls, in the State of Rhode Island, praying
for Government control and operation of the railroads of the
country, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate
Commerce.

Mr. CALDER. I present a resolution of the legislature of
New York requesting that copies of all draft lists be made and
filed in the offices of the governors of the respective States. I
ask that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and
printed in the Recorp.

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the

Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows :

STATE OF NEW YORE, IN SENATE,
Albany, January 27, 1919,

Whereas the records of the local draft boards in the State of New York,
hg direction of the Provost Marshal General, transmitted through
the selective-service headquarters, are accessible only for the purpose
of asce ng informatlon from the duplicate registration cards re-
garding the name, home address, date, and ﬁlxce of birth, parentage,
nationality, citizenship, race, occupation, employer’s name, and nearest
relative, but are not accessible for the purpose of ascertaining the
date of the registrant’s Induction into Federal service ; and

Whereas the obtaining of the foregoing information is restricted to
certain organizations which are * interested and n.ssln‘tln‘g in the work
of helping returned soldiers to find emg})&:}yment and of locating the
gg&)ﬁ:;q, pg n%eceased soldiers whose ies are returned to this

*

Whereas from orders issued by the Provost Marshal General, transmitted
to local boards to-day, it is evident that all records will be inacces-
sible shortly after February 15, 1919,

Regolved (if the assembly concur), That the Senators and Representa-
tives in Congress from this State be and hereby are requested to obtain
the authority of the Secretary of War to leave in the State of New
York, under pro sutperﬁston such records as will furnish information
for the preparation of a list of its citizens who have been inducted into
Federal service through the medium of the draft law, and who have been
mustered into the service of the United States during the war between
United States and the German EmPIre and its allles, containing not
only the foregoing Information but information which will disclose the
date of induction into the Federal service and such other information
as such records may contain and which will throw light on the camp
to which entrained, the organization to which attached, the date of dis-
charge, and to give to the properly authorized agent of the State the
right and power to make such extracts and to use such information
and to make such records and information available for the use o
soldiers’ and sailors’ welfare and welcoming home committees through-
out the State; further

Resolved, That certified copies of this resolution be sent by the see-
retary of state to each of the United States Senators and Representa-
tives in Congress from New York State.

By order of the senate.

ErxEsT A, Fay, Clerk.

IN AsSsSEMBLY, January 30, 1919,

Concurred in without amendment.
By order of the assembly :

Frep W. HaMmoxp, Clerk,
Indorsed. Filed January 30, 1919.

Fraxcis M. Huco,
Seeretary of State,
StTATE OF NEW YORK,
Office of the Beerctary of State, ss:

I have compared the Precedlng copy of resolution relative to records
of local draft boards with the original resolution on file in this office,
and do hereby certify that the same is a correct transecript therefrom
and of the whole thereof. Given under my hand and the seal of office
gf_tﬁlefﬁefsetary of state, at the city of Albany, this 30th day of January,

[SEAL.] | C. W. Tarr,
Second Deputy Secretary of State.

Mr. CALDER presented a petition of the Merchants’ Associa-
tion of New York, praying for a discontinuance of the operation
by the Government of railroads, telephones, and telegraphs,
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce,

He also presented a petition of sundry ministers of the Re-
formed Church of America, praying for the independence of
Armenia, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.

Mr. WARREN presented resolutions adopted by the Laramie
County Farm Bureau of Wyoming, favoring the adoption by the
Government and the United States Grain Corporation of a
sliding scale for the purchase of wheat in the future, which
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Commercial
Club, of Rock Springs, Wyo., favoring a continuance of Gov-
ernment control of the telephone, telegraph, and cable systems,
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which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post
Roads.

He also presented resolutions adopted by Local Union No.
20565, United Mine Workers of America, of Acme, Wyo., favor-
ing an extension of Government control of railroads for five
years, which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com-
merce. ;

He also presented resolutions adopted by Local Union No.
2055, United Mine Workers of America, of Acme, Wyo., praying
for the passage of the so-called Sims-Kenyon bill relative to the
control of the meat-packing industries of the country, which
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. WEEKS. I ask unanimous consent to have referred to
the Committee on Foreign Relations and printed in the Recorp
a resolution passed by the faculty of the Boston Institute of
Technology.

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in
the Recorp, as follows:

. FEBRUARY, 1919,
To the PRESIDENT AND CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES :

The undersigned members of the faculty of the Massachusetts Insti-
tute of Technology respectfully petition the President and Con of
the United States to support some plan of international organization for

the maintenance of ce,
. C. Maclaurin, C. A. Adams, Floyd Armstrong, Frank
Awydelotte, Frederick H. Bailey, Dana P, Bartlett, Charles
. Berry, Robert Payne Bigelow, Arthur A. Blanchard

Harry C.'Bradley, C. B. Breed, W, Felton Brown, Alfred
E. Burton, Da R. Dewey, Fred P, Emery, Wm. 8.
Franklin, Charles E. Fuller, H. W. Gardner, Nathan R.

George, jr., A. H. Gill, A, I, Goodrich, H, M. Goodwin,
Willlam T. Hall, Geo. B. Haven, Carle R. Hayward,
. Hayward, H, C. Hofman, H. P. Hollnagel, W,
Hovgaard, W, A. Johnston, Erwin Kenison, Joseph Lipka
Charles E. Lock, D. A, MacInnes, A, L. Merrill, Edwaﬂi
[*, Miller, C, L, B. Moore, F. J. Moore, C, L. Norton,
Leonard M. Passano, C. H. Peabody, Hen? G. Pearson,
J. W. Phelan, H. B. Philli obbins, A, T,
Russell, Erwin H. Schell, Henry

Arthur G.
Robinson, Geo. B.
Latimer Seaver, W. T. Se&g‘wlck Herv;éy W. Shimer,

Charles M. Spoff George W

Elwood B. Spear, ord, %
Bwett, Henr{v % Tnlho& C. H. Warren, Robert 8. Wil-
liams, E. B, Wilson, A. G. Woodman, F. 8. Woods.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, from the Committee on Military
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (8. 5019) for the con-
struction of a memorial archway at Vicksburg, Miss, and for
other purposes, reported it without amendments and submitted
a report (No. 709) thereon.

Mr. NEW, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which
was referred the bill (S. 5334) to correct the military record of
Jesse E, Smalley, reported it without amendment and submitted
a report (No. 710) thereon.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were Introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. POMERENE:

A bill (8. 5579) providing for an increase of authorization for
the Federal building at Steubenville, in the State of Ohio; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. SIMMONS:

A Dbill (8. 5580) granting the consent of Congress to the
counties of Martin and Bertie, in the State of North Carolina,
to construct a bridge across the Roancke River at or near Wil-
liamston, N. C.; fo the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr, KENYON ;

A bill (8. 5581) to create a commission to investigate and re-
port to Congress on the questions involved in plans of national
housing systems; to the Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. KIRBY i, y

A bill (8. 5582) to amend sections 8 and 21 of the copyright
act approved March 4, 1909 ; to the Committee on Patents.

By Mr. CURTIS:

A bill (8. 5583) donating captured cannon and cannon balls to
the city of Abilene, Kans.;

A Dbill (8. 5584) donating captured cannon and eannon balls
to the city of Marysville, Kans, ;

A bill (S. 5585) donating captured cannon and cannon balls
to the city of Waterville, Kans, ;

A bill (S. 5586) donating captured cannon and cannon balls
to the city of Fort Scott, Kans. ;

A bill (8. 5587) donating captured cannon and cannon balls
to the city of Bonner Springs, Kans.;

A bill (8, 5588) donating captured cannon and cannon balls to
the city of Concordia, Kans. ;

A bill (8. 5589) donating captured cannon and cannon balls
to the city of Paola, Kans.;

A bill (8. 5590) donating captured cannon and cannon balls
to the city of Oberlin, Kans.;

A Dbill (8. 5591) donating eaptured cannon and cannon balls
to the city of Belleville, Kans. ; and

A bill (8. 5592) donating captured cannon and cannon balls
t&f t:jle city of Peabody, Kans.; to the Committee on Military
y IS.

AMENDMENTS TO NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILI.

Mr. FLETCHER submitted an amendment proposing to ap-
propriate $500,000 for the development of a submarine base,
intended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill,
which was referred to the Commitiee on Naval Affairs and
ordered to be printed.

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
$2,000,000 for a water system, including the purchase of land
and the necessary rights of way, intended to be proposed by him
to the naval appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed.

THE REVENUE—CONFERENCE REPORT.

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses upon the bill (H. R. 12863) to provide revenue, and for
other purposes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
to the conference report.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I simply wish to say that I
am aware that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE]
desires to address the Senate on this report, and I myself in-
tended to take some time in discussing the matter. I really did
not want the conference report to be agreed to so hurriedly as
was indicated yesterday. I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania
if he wishes to go on now?

Mr. PENROSE. I have no set speech to inflict upon the
Senate. I have a few remarks to make about the conference
report. I can go on now or I will be satisfied to have the Sen=
ator from Utah go on for a while and then I can take the floor.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator, I think, yesterday announced
that he desired to address the Senate before I did, and I think
he had better proceed now.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I set forth my views very
fully when the revenue bill was pending before the Senate prior
to its reference to the committee of conference, and I do not
know that I have much of anything to add. I should like to call
attention, however, to some of the particular features of the bill
as it comes from the conference committee.

Before discussing details I want to express my regret and con-
cern that this bill has been the vehicle for irrelevant legislation.
If that practice is to continue, Mr. President, a revenue bill will
become a menace and a danger while it is passing through this
body. Certainly the power of taxation is not meant to be used
as a method of regulating the manners and habits of a great
Nation. It is bad enough to have a 100 per cent tax on brass
kunuckles, because some people do not think that brass knuckles
ought to be encouraged.

It is bad enough to have a discriminatory tax, in the para-
graph relating to firearms, of an additional 15 per cent on pistols,
because perchance there are some people in the community who
think pistols lead to disorder and aid murders and burglaries,
notwithstanding the fact that a very great number of people,
and among them experts in the study of crime, say the posses-
sion of a pistol by the householder is a protection to him and his
property and decreases crime. All the manufacturers of fire-
arms were incensed and upset because, apparently, there was
an unjust discrimination against pistols, These, Mr. President,
are minor features of the bill, but illustrate the tendency to
correct manners and control the habits of the people by taxation,
which, to my mind, is a most dangerous practice to get into.

These punitive or corrective taxes are almost smuggled into the
measure, Public attention is not concentrated on them. I take
it, that if a bill were brought out in the open to control the use
and manufacture of pistols there would be a tremendous and a
legitimate opposition in the United States to any such legislation.
In the secrecy of a committee room, however, a discriminatory,
tax can be put on, of which the American people have no knowl-
edge, without any public sentiment behind it, but simply to
gratify a few mistaken theorists.

But to come to the larger phases of the abuse, Mr, President,
the bill, as the Senate will recall, during the closing hours of
the debate, became the vehicle for a number of matters of
general legislation. An amendment placing a punitive tax on
campaign contributions was offered. A legislative body, like an
individunal, occasionally gets in a wayward mood, and I think the
Senate that afternoon would have adopted almost any amend-
ment of a general character to this bill, Anyhow, this amend-
ment, which I do not hesitate to say is a freak amendment, was
adopted by the Senate,

The question is on agreeing
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Congress nearly every year has legislated on the subject of
campaign expenditures, The present law is quits rigorous.
Congress can legislate in the future upon the use of money in
politics and concerning expenditures in campaigns. But, Mr,
President, it certainly reaches the height of absurdity for us
to be called upon to retain it In a revenue measure carrying
crushing burdens upon the taxpayer, the largest tax bill in the
history of civilization, so far as we have any record. It seems
humiliating to me to be called upon to consider, even for a few
weeks, an amendment of this character. Its absurdity was
shown upon the first examination when it was discovered that
its author had made it retroactive.

Immediately the alarm signal was sounded in the Demo-
cratic and Republican camps, and the chairmen of both na-
tional committees viewed with horror, and naturally so, the
thought of having a tax of 100 per cent imposed as a retroactive
measure upon campaign contributions, made by contributors
properly and legitimately interested in the sueccess of one or the
other of the two great parties; contributions made according to
Jaw, and made solely to promote what the contributors deemed,
from their point of view, to be policies for the best interests of
the country.

When the absurdity of Lhis retroactive feature was realized
everyvone dropped it. The suggestion was then made that it
should apply only to the future. Its author argued that money
is now spent under existing law to a very large extent without
publicity or without compliance with the requirements of law.
But how much more, Mr. President, would the law be evaded
if, in addition to regulation and penalty, a prohibitive tax should
be imposed? If money herefofore has been spent in too large
amounts in secret and surreptitious ways, the condition would
be tenfold worse with an additional tax of 100 per cent imposed.
Anyhow, the attempt to put this general legislation in the
revenue bill failed, with the active or tacit consent of all present
and taking part in the proceedings.

1 am ready, Mr. President, to vote in this body and to go as
far, I believe, as any Senator toward regulating campaign ex-

* penditures, and to go nearly to fhe point of forbidding them
entirely, for the older I grow, and the more I reflect upon polit-
ical conditions, the more I am convinced that the electorate
to-day, with the benefit of 80 or 40 years of common-school edu-
cation, are intelligent ; that no campaign ean be won which does
not rest upon an appeal to their intelligence and reason, and
that the old-fashioned methods, which required money, very
largely have disappeared; buf, anyhow, I do not want to make
this bill ridiculous—a bill which will be read in Paris and all
over the world as the peak of American taxation, representing
the sacrifices of the taxpayer for the war, and to meet the
requirements of demobilization—by having it appear that
American statesmen did not have the courage or the wisdom to
eliminate a freak amendment from a bill of this colossal im-
portance.
© Then the measure was made the vehicle for the child-laber
amendment. Mr. President, I am not going to argue the merits
of the child-labor law. The Northern States very largely within
the last few years have adopted very stringent child-labor laws.
This amendment does not impose any further restrictions con-
cerning the employment of child labor than now exist in Penn-
sylvania, in all the New England States, and, so far as I know,
in most of the large manufacturing States of the North. The
opposition to the Pomerene amendment came from the South,
where labor legislation of this character has not progressed to
the same extent.

In a very large mail concerning the revenue bill, I do not
think I received a single letter from the North protesting
against this amendment, but many were received by me from
the South. The vote on the proposition on the floor of the Senate
showed that the opposition in this body came very largely from
Senators from Southern States.

I am willing to concede the merits of the amendment, but, Mr,
President, I only want to call the attention of the Senate, by
this particular instance, to the danger of making a revenue bill
the vehicle for these purposes. Here is a law which the Su-
preme Court of the United States declared unconstitutional;
which that court declared exceeded the powers of Congress,
even under the fiction of interstate commerce legislation, which
covers such a multitude of sins; yet we are practically em-
bodying into law, by the power of punitive taxation, a mat-
ter which the Supreme Court has declared to be beyond the
power of Congress to do. Still the amendment remains in the
bill ; unquestionably it will be retained by a very large vote
in the Senate, and I am now only calling attention to the evils
of this practice.

The so-called “bone-dry ” amendment then was added to the
bill. I shall not argue.the merits of that amendment either,
but a revenue measure ought not to be made an agency for bring-

ing about legislation affecting the police powers and the habits
of the community. I call attention to these irrelevant amend-
ments, Mr, President, in the hope that the practice will not be
pursued, and to the fact that it may be necessary to amend the
rules of the Senate so that amendments to revenue bills shall be
confined to matters relating strictly and legitimately to the rais-
ing of revenue,

Other new legislation, which was added to the bill or modified
in conference, may be referred to. While open to the same tech-
nical objection, yet there was some pertinence in its being con-
sidered. I refer to an amendment providing a bonus for officers
and enlisted men in the military or naval forces of the United
States. The Senate provided the bonus should be equivalent
to one month’s salary. The purpose is that the payment of the
bonus shall be made immediately upon discharge, and to have
provided one month’s pay would have involved matters of calcu-
lation resulting in endless delay. So the conferees adopted an
amendment providing a flat bonus of $60, which, roughly speak-
ing, is two months’ pay for an enlisted man, and they made the
bonus apply, as a measure of democracy, to officers and enlisted
men alike. Careful provision was made to protect the payment
of this bonus from the intrigues and wiles of the claim agent.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President—

Mr. PENROSE. I yield to the Senator,

Mr., THOMAS. I desire to ask the Senator whether, in the
case of that amendment, the conference committee did not in-
crease by 100 per cent the appropriation which was made by
the Senate amendment?

Mr. PENROSE. Yes.

Mr. THOMAS. Can the Senator point me to any rule or
precedent which justifies such action on the part of the com-
mittee of conference? My understanding is that they have
power to reduce but never to exceed the amount provided for
in an amendment or which is required to carry it into effect.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, the conferees were most care-
ful not to violate the rules of the Senate or of the House of Rep-
resentatives in exceeding their powers as conferees. So careful
were they to avoid even the appearance of transcending their
powers that they held a special session after the bill had been
completed and its consideration finished. They spent the greater
part of a day examining a number of amendments, which some
of the conferees were fearful might have crossed the border
line. As a result important and most meritorious amendments,
in two or three instances, were dropped from the bill because it
was feared there might be just a little appearance of exceeding
the limits of the conference.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr, President, will the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania yield to me?

Mr. PENROSE. Yes.

Mr. SMOOT. I would not mention the fact if it were not for
the Recorp, but I say to the Senator from Pennsylvania now
that this amendment as proposed in conference is a violation of
the rule of the Senate. I am not going to invoke the rule; I do
not believe that any other Senator will do so; but I should dis-
like to have the Recorp show that the statement that the inser-
tion of this amendment by the conferees was not a violation of
the rule of the Senate had been made, and that no statement
was made to the contrary.

The last amendment which was made to our rules, as the
Senator from Pennsylvania well knows, virtually says that econ-
ferees shall not add to provisions agreed to either by the House
or the Senate. That is the substance of the rule. This amend-
ment provided that officers and enlisted men should receive at
least $60, increasing the amount from $30 to $60. The House
not having acted upon the matter at all, the only question for
the conferees was as between $30 and no compensation whatever,

However, I simply rose at this time, so that the REcorp may
show that there was a difference of opinion in this matter, but
not for the purpose of invoking the point of order against this
item.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I think the Senator from
Utah is entitled to look at the amendment from his angle. On
the surface it is open to some doubt; but the conferees thought,
ypon a further examination, that the fact that the bonus had
been changed from a month's pay to a flat amount, with an
equal sum to officers and men, so modified the entire proposi-
tion that it could be adopted fairly by the conferees, bearing in
mind the very great difficulties encountered in a conference
dealing with a Dbill of the encyclopedic character of a revenue
measure ; and, above all, it was thought that the patriotic pur-
pose to be served by providing the bonus immediately would
be an argument that would overcome any shadow of doubt
which might exist in the House or Senate as to the propriety of
this amendment to the measure,

Mr, SMOOT. I think that the last statement made by the
Senator is the only possible reason that could be given for the
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item being in the bill. His first statement was a complete
reason why it has violated the rules of the Senate.

Mr. PENROSE. Well, we will not argue it.

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. President, let me suggest to the Senator
from Pennsylvania that, while the original amendment was
confined to the payment of one month’s salary, it included both
officers and enlisted men. The salary of an officer for one month
is very much greater than the pay of an enlisteé man for one
month ; and in ascertaining the amount required by the Senate
amendment, which the conference report further amended, we
had to take into consideration the allowance the officers would
receive as well as the allowance which the enlisted men would
receive.

Mr. THOMAS. Will the Senator inform the Senate what the
proportion of officers and enlisted men is?

Mr. SIMMONS. Of course, the number of enlisted men is
very much greater, but the salaries of the officers are several
times greater than those of the enlisted men.

Mr. THOMAS. I understand that; but does not the Senator
know that the effect of this amendment, as amended by the
conference committee, is to increase the amount of the appro-
priation necessary to carry it out by over a hundred million
dollars?

Mr. SIMMONS.
materially, I think.

Mr. SMOOT. By over a hundred million dollars,

Mr. SIMMONS. I think the Senator’s estimate is entirely
too great; I do not think it would increase it that much. The
pay of the enlisted men is not the same in all cases; it is one
amount in this country and another amount whel services are
rendered abroad; it is $30 for service at home and $36 for
service abroad. The salaries of some oflicers are very high;
and if an average were made, I think, while it would probably
be not quite as much as $60, it would be very near that
amount. I suggest to the Senator that this is not a case
where the House had fixed a rate.

Mr. PENROSE. No.

Mr, SIMMONS. The Senate alone had fixed a rate. It was
a case where the Senate alone had acted. This is an amendment
to a Senate amendment ; and I think, so long as an amendment is
resonably germane, the conferees have very large latitude in
redrafting it as to rates and as to the substance of the provision.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish, in that connection, if
ihie Senator from Pennsylvania will allow me——

Mr. PENROSE. Yes.

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator will pardon me one word
further, I am not going to say that the amendment is not in
some respects of doubtful power, but the committee fully con-
sidered that question, and they resolved the doubt in favor of
their power.

Mr. SMOOT. I am not objecting to thatat all, Mr. President,
as the Senator knows. The old contention, under the rules of the
Senate before the rules were amended, was that when the Senate
struck out all of a House bill and inserted a new provision, the
whole subject matter was open and any amendment could be
agreed to in conference. The result of that was that the most
vital legislation was enacted by conference committees, and not
by the House and by the Senate. It was for that reason that the
rules were amended.

Mr. PENROSE. I remind the Senator that the great abuse
was in connection with the military bill, and was due largely
to the action of the House conferees.

Mr. SMOOT. It was not only in connection with the bill to
which the Senator refers, but there was hardly a bill that passed
Congress that was not absolutely changed when it came back
after having been acted upon by the conferees.

Mr. NORRIS. Tariff bills, for instance.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; some of the most vital questions coming
before Congress. Then the Senate was in this position: It
either had to accept legislation by the conferees or it had to de-
feat the whole subject matter, and sometimes the subject matter
was so vital and the necessity for passing it immediately was
so great that both the Senate and the House had to yield to the
action of the conferees.

I am glad the Senator from Pennsylvania made the state-
ment he did, that the change in this provision was based alone
upon the ground of patriotism and a desire to do a just act to
the soldier. That is the only reason that can be given in justi-
fication of the change that has been made.

Mr. THOMAS. Then, Mr. President, if I may interrupt the
Senator, the proposition Is that the Senate rules prevail where
patriotism does not conflict with them. My criticism of the
whole situation is that the amendment to tax campaign contri-
butions, which I presented nml which wns adopted by the Senate,
was one from which the Senate committee could not under any

It would incre: se it somewhat, but not very

circumstances depart a jot or tittle; but with regard to the other
amendment the rules were of no consequence, notwithstanding
the fact that the amount of the appropriation was increased by
over a hundred million dollars. That is another instance of
straining at a gnat and swallowing a camel.

Mr, SMOOT. My object in bringing this matter to the atten-
tion of the Senate was in order that hereafter when a confer-
ence report is made upon some bill, when Congress has ample
time to discuss it, say, months before final adjournment will take
place, this may not be pointed to as a precedent. I am perfectly
willing to take my responsibility in saying that I do not make a
point of order against this provision because of the fact that it
does take care of our soldiers more as they should be taken care
of than the provision which originally appeared in the bill
With that statement I am perfectly content that it shall remain
in the bill.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I do not think it amiss at all
for the Senator from Utah to call attention to the importance
of enforcing the rules concerning matters in controversy be-
tween the two Houses. It has been the subject of very great
abuse within the last four or five years, to an extent unknown
before that time in the history of Congress, and we can not be
too careful about it. I think, however, if there is one piece of
legislation where liberality in the construection of the rules regu-
lating a conference might apply, it is to a revenue bill of this
character, so filled with complications and details.

But, to proceed.

A great outery was raised in the country, Mr. President, as
soon as the provisions of the bill became known after its passage
through the Senate, against the so-called King amendment
requiring detailed reports of all war contracts. In my opin-
ion, this amendment was adopted by the Senate without due
consideration. It will be recalled that it was not even read
to the Senate. The preparation of copies of these contracts, it
was discovered, would impose an expense of thousands of dol-
lars, and in some cases perhaps more, upon great business
concerns. The ramifications of contracts and subcontracts were
such as to make it almost physically impossible, and it was not
apparent that any really good purpose would be served by this
provision. Consequently, the conferees amended the XKing
amendment by providing that this information could be obtained
by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, if he desired it in
any individual case, and also provided a penalty of fine and
imprisonment upon any taxpayer who declined to furnish the
information.

I think, Mr. President, attention ought to be called to several
important amendments affecting the income and the profits
taxes.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, President, I do not want to interrupt the
Senator, but if he will permit me to ask a question at this point,
as he is about to take up another amendment, I will not inter-
rupt again.

Mr. PENROSE. I shall be very glad to yield to the Sénator.

Mr, THOMAS. T have been told that just before I came into
the Chamber the Senator, in discussing the campaign-contribu-
tions amendment, stated that it was opposed not only by the
chairman of the Republican National Committee, but by the
chairman of the Democratic National Committee. Am I correct
in that?

Mr. PENROSE. I think I said something to that effect.
In fact, I did not find a Democrat or a Republican who at heart
was for the amendment.

Mr. THOMAS. That may be; but my question concerns only
the Senator’s statement regarding the chairman of the Demo-
cratic national committee.

Mr. PENROSE. I was told that he was greatly disturbed by
the retroactive feature of the amendment.

Mr, THOMAS. Possibly.

Mr, PENROSE. He viewed with horror the prospect of hav-
ing that 100 per cent tax imposed upon some of the very large
contributors to the Democratic campaign fund.

Mr, THOMAS. I merely wanted to ascerfain whether my in-
formation was correct as to the Senator’'s statement regarding
Mr. MeCormick.

Mr. PENROSE. Yes; I did not talk with the gentleman him-
self—I do not know him—but I was so told. In faet, I think
I can say without exaggeration that I have failed to find a
Republican or a Demoerat who, in confidential conversation, does
not brand the amendment as a joke,

Mr. THOMAS. I think a great many who opposed it did so
not because they were afraid of its jocular nature, but because
of the possible results of the statement upon the subject re-
quired to be made by the amendment to the Commissioner of _
Internal Revenue.

Mr. PENROSE. Well, that may be, Mr. President,
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Important changes were made by the conferees in the provi-
sion affecting the computation of the net income., The Senate
bill authorized the taxpayer to deduct a loss sustained in one
year from the nef income of the preceding or succeeding year,
this provision applying to losses sustained in any taxable year
beginning after December 31, 1918. This beneficial provision,
designed to allow business concerns to do what they have been
allowed to do in Great Britain for a long time—that is, aver-
age their income for three years, thus offsetting losses against
gains—was restricted by the conferees to recognition of net
losses sustained in any taxable year beginning after October 31,
1618, and ending prior to January 1, 1920. I sincerely regret
that this very meritorious amendment put in by the Senate and
which, as I say, is simply the same as the law of Great Britain,
was thus curtailed. Hardly had the conference adjourned when
several Senators came to see me with taxpayers who were ex-
cluded by the curtailment of this amendment and who pre-
sented cases of very great hardship; butf nothing eould be done.
I sincerely hope that before January 1, 1920, is reached—prior
to which date, in every probability, some new revenue measure
will be pending—an opportunity will be afforded to strike out
this restriction and to embody in revenue legislation a provision
such as was contained in the bill as it passed the Senafe.

The admirable provisions of the Senate bill allowing a dedue-
tion on account of falling inventories were liberalized by the
conferees so that taxpayers will be permitted, under proper safe-
guards, to take this allowance immediately upon making their
returns, without waiting for the Treasury Department to pass
on the case and authorize a refund.

We all know what refunds from the Government Treasury
mean, Mr. President. The waiting is long and indefinite, and
often hopeless. Refunds always are long in coming, even when
the taxpayer is plainly entitled to them, When the taxpayers
of the country come to read the bill and notice this relief pro-
vision, and the one already referred to concerning the three-year
period, and many others, I think they will be very much grati-
fied at the care which has been taken to adjust, equalize, and
ease the burden of these very high taxes.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Pennsylvania yield to the Senator from Ohio?

Mr. PENROSE. Yes.

Mr. POMERENE. If I may ask the Senator a question, some
time ago a member of a prominent commercial firm of my State
wrote me with reference to the readjustment feature which
the: Senator from Pennsylvania is now discussing, and he was
then of the opinion that it applied to individuals and to corpera-
tions, but not to partnerships. My understanding is that these
provisions will give the same relief to partnerships that they
give to corporations and to individuals. Am I right?

Mr. PENROSE. Yes; that is my understanding.

One of the most important features of the bill, as it eame from
the House and passed through the Senate and appeared in the
conference committee, was the paragraph relating to consoli-
dated returns. The House failed to provide for the consoli-
dated-returns propesition. The Senate amended the bill so as
to permit consolidated returns on the same lines as they already
are permitted by construction and methods of administra-
tion in the office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue.
Under the amendment adopted by the conferees the important
Senate provision authorizing consolidated returns was both
extended and restricted. Under the conference provision a sub-
sidiary erganized after August 1, 1914, and not a successor to a
then existing business, will be separately assessed and taxed,
and the consolidated returns can be made only by domestic cor-
porations, whereas the original Senate provision required the
consolidation of domestic and foreign returns in certain cases.
On the other hand, the Senate restriction which confined the
consolidated returns to corporations “engaged in the same or
related business” has been stricken out and a liberal provision
inserted by which a domestic corporation which owns a ma-
jority of the voting stock of a foreign corporation can credit
against dividends received from such stock a fair proportion of
the tax paid in foreign countries by such foreign corporation.
In other words, Mr. President, as the conference committee
amended the consolidated returns paragraph the mughroom cor-
porations established for the particular purpose of getting war
contracts practieally are exempted from the consolidated-return
privilege ; but the old and well-established corporations, existing
prior to 1914, stand on the basis which they now have under
Treasury construction.

I shall refer to only certain features of the war-profits and
excess-profits taxes as modified in the conference.

The profits taxes remain substantially as formulated in the
Senate bill, the important changes all involving war contracts;

that is, Government contracts made between the beginning of
the war and the armistice. The Senate reduced the House
rates of the excess-profits taxes from 85, 50, and 70 per cent to
80 and 60 per cent for 1918 and 20 and 40 per cent thereafter.
The conferees made a slight change in the excess-profits tax
rates for 1918, retaining the 30 per cent bracket and changing
the 60 per cent to 65 per cent, but continued the 80 per cent
war-profits tax and the higher excess-profits tax rates on all
profits derived from war contracts.

Mr. President, I regret that the conference committee felt
obliged to raise the rate from 60 to 65 per cent. The further
I proceed with the consideration of this measure the more
I am convinced that these taxes reach the danger point with
regard to the maintenance of industrial conditions in this coun-
try; but the House conferees thought the 65 per cent rate
made a more uniformr proposition and the Senate yielded.
‘While there are not many corporations falling within this
bracket, the increase will operate as a hardship on some.

To my mind, Mr. President, the wisdom of this diserimina-
tion against war contractors is very doubtful. Of course, there
are profiteers who ought to be taxed as heavily as possible,
but among the business concerns which undertook work for
the Government are many that lost money, or accepted less than
their ordinary profits, and displayed in every way a fine sense
of patriotism. Thousands of concerns—hundreds known to me
personally in Pennsylvania—went into this war work at the
express request, if not command, of the Government. Ordi-
narily they would not have diverted their activities from their
normal business, but under the circumstances they were glad
patriotically to obey the request or order of the Government.
I really can not imagine that the profiteers exceeded the real
patriots, and to stigmatize as profiteers an entire class holding
war contracts, many under compulsion and many at a loss,
does not seem to me to be entirely just.

A gimilar change was made in the conference in connection
with the war-profits credit or deduction for new corporations;
that is, corporations organized after January 1, 1913. The
House gave new coporations a deduction of 10 per cent of their
invested capital for the taxable year. The Senate liberalized
this and made the deduction of new corporations the same
percentage of their invested capital for the taxable year as
was earned by corporationg in the same general class of trade
or business during the prewar period. The conferees adopted
the Senate method, but excepted newly organized subsidiaries
and corporations whose principal income is derived from war
contracts. Similar action was taken with respect to the so-
called relief provisions, which permit the profits tax in any
case of exceptional hardship to be fixed by reference to the
experience of representative concerns, This amendment, to my
mind, Is a most admirable one. The Senate greatly increased
the classes of cases entitled to this relief. The conferees
amalgamated all these classes into a single, general class, but -
denied the relief to corporations whose principal income con-
sists of profits derived on a cost-plus basis from war contraets.
Relief also was granted to certain partnerships doing business
with invested capital which reorganize as corporations prior to
July 1, 1919. Suoch partnerships are authorized to pay income
taxes, profits taxes, and capital-stock taxes for 1918 as corpora-
tions in lieu of the income taxes to which, under existing law,
the members of the partnership would be liable. This extends
immediate relief to a class of partnerships in which the exigen-
cies of business require most of the profits to be reinvested and
which, under existing Iaw, have been taxed much more severely
than their competitors organized in the corporate form,

This amendment, Mr, President, put into the bill at the last
hour, furnishes, in my opinion, a striking illustration of the relief
provisions abounding in the measure. There was a particular
case, typical of many others, in which it was discovered that some
seven or eight hundred thousand dollars of taxes would have
had to be paid by a certain partnership in excess of that
required under the corporate form, thereby involving a most
rank and indefensible diserimination between one concern as a
partnership and, perchance, a competitor as a corporation.
This amendment was put in giving such a partnership the option
of becoming incorporated and paying the profits taxes as a cor-
poration. I only refer to this as a fine illustration, to my mind,
of very many similar provisions put in the bill to eorrect in-
equalities ; not put in to favor any individual, but to relieve the
hardship of inequality which the legislator can not defend or
explain to the injured taxpayer.

Some of the best features of the Senate bill had to be sacri-
ficed in the inevitable compromises which accompany a mixed
settlement of this kind. The Senate changed the estate tax to an
inheritance tax, thus making the tax dependent upon the size of
the legacy or inheritance and not upon the size of the entire
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estate. This real reform has been lost, and the bill returns to | that the money should be expended by a commission appointed

the existing estate tax, with some reduction in the rates. There
is a little comfort in the thought that the worse the form of the
Federal tax, the sooner, in all probability, will this source of
revenue be given back to the States, to which it properly belongs.

Similarly the Senate amendment repealing the zone system for
second-class mail matter was lost, and the conference committee
restored the provisions of existing law.

.This zone paragraph was referred to yesterday afternoon
and fully discussed. I was earnestly in favor of the Senate
amendment; I think it should have been agreed to; but I feel
certain we would have had no revenue bill if the conferees on
the part of the Senate had not yielded on this point. There
could be no doubt about the impression conveyed to the Senate
conferees that the bill, for all practical purposes, would not be
reported back to the House unless the Senate conferees ylelded,
and, in view of the absolute necessity of the Government to have
the money, and the very numerous meritorious provisions in the
bill, the Senate conferees felt they had nothing to do but yield
and let the law remain as it is for the present.

At the same time the Senate amendment reducing the rate of
postage on first-class mail matter to the prewar rate was ac-
cepted by the House conferees.

What I consider, Mr. President, as one of the most unfortunate
occurrences in the conference committee was the inability of
the Senate conferees to secure concurrence in the Senate amend-
ment concerning the taxes on insurance companies. These taxes,
as they stand in existing law and under the House provision in
the pending bill, are uncertain and unsecientific, and productive
of litigation rather than revenue. In fact, information was con-
veyed to the conference committee that the great bulk of the
large insurance companies, being so certain of their legal posi-
tion under professional advice, felt they would all be involved in
court proceedings and had refused to pay a dollar to the Treas-
ury in the form of taxes.

The Senate cffered a plan of insurance taxation that was
equitable, definite, and simple. The Senate plan would have
produced more revenue than the provisions of existing law,
which are in substance repeated in the bill as passed by the
House. However, another Congress in a future revenue bill will
have to place the taxation of insurance companies upon a sound
and scientific basis.

_Mr. President, it seems to me that no discussion of the rev-
enue bill at this time would be complete without some reference
to the character of the expenditures. The revenue bill was
framed under the noblest impulses of patriotism, while the war
was at its height, and when men were willing to make every
sacrifice. No one could complain that the greater part of his
income was being taken by the Government when he saw the
one-legged and one-armed soldiers walking the streets, or went
through the hospitals and witnessed the evidences of sacrifice
made by men for their country. But after the armistice many
did not realize that the war was not really over,.and the en-
thusiasin subsided considerably.

Instead of the bill carrying $8,000,000,000, the Finance Com-
mittee of the Senate was able to reduce it to $6,000,000,000. A
large part of that reduction is more apparent than real, because
it comes from the loss of taxes on intoxicating beverages, which,
for so many years, together with the tax on tobacco, were the
main source of internal revenue in this as in every other
civilized country of the world.

Then, several hundred million dollars were given up on ac-
count of the relief provisions, which, necessarily, reduced the
revenues of the Government to come from the taxpayer.

Dut, Mr. President, the bill was moving along, and the
average sentiment was that it should pass, until men began
to awake to the wasteful expenditures of Congress for every
kind of chimerical, ill-considered, and ill-advised purpose.
People said—and when I make this remark I have reference
to the sentiments expressed in thousands of letters received by
me from, and in conversation with, taxpayers—what is the
use in raising revenue if it is to be poured like water out of a
bucket into the gutter? What nation, however wealthy, can
stand expenditures like these?

Only the other day the Senate passed a hundred-million
dollai appropriation for the so-called famine sufferers in Europe,
Nearly half the Republicans voted ngainst the bill. Many who
voted for it did so with the greatest reluctance. There was
no information before the Senate on the subject. A vague tele-
gram from the President was the only testimony. There was
no definite information as to how the money would be spent.
The allegation was made by a prominent man of Chicago, in a
telegram which I had read in the Senate, that pretty nearly a

,third of the money already had been spent without authority
of law. There was a refusal to insert in the bill a provision

by the President and confirmed by the Senate, and under the
obligation of an oath of office. All proposed amendments were
ruthlessly voted down by the majority and the money handed
over to be spent by some international commission, the American
representative of which is not a citizen of the United States and
has no identity with this country that I ean find, except that
he was born here, and he may never return. He certainly is
not within the jurisdiction or reach of the arm of Congress.

One prominent taxpayer wrote to me asking that I help
defeat this revenue bill and to insist, if there were a large num-
ber of people anxious to squander $100,000,000 in that improvi-
dent way, that it might be well to float a famine loan and let
those so greatly interested in the cause subseribe to it instead
of spending the people’s money.

Mr. President, I am not going to refer to the many foolish
projects and wasteful expenditures that occurrad during the
war. When a house is on fire economy is not consulted. Any-
how, people became largely unsettled during the war, it seems to
me, in their mental processes. If we are to survey the world at
the present time between here and Paris, I am not so sure that
common sense or sanity has entirely returned even to many of
the Anglo-Saxon race.

I shall do no more than refer to the fanciful project of appro-
priating $50,000,000 to discover minerals, to say nothing of simi-
lar propositions. Money has been poured out in a kind of de-
bauch by those who seem to have lost all idea of what a billion
dollars means. I think it was Charles M. Schwab who said in
a speech at the Hog Island Shipyard, when impressing upon
his auditors the vastness of a billion dollars, that it represented
$1 for every minute since the birth of Christ. One dollar for
every minute since that time gives us some idea of the measure
of a billion dollars. Yet we put that sum into an appropriation
bill now with the same carelessness that we might have exer-
cised in putting $100,000 in a bill 10 years ago.

I merely wish to eanll the attention of the Senate to the most
casual survey which I"have made of propositions floating around
in this Chamber and in the House of Representatives since the
ending of the war, all of which have the purpose of extracting
money from the Public Treasury. They are made without any
authority of a budget system, apparently without any consulta-
tion with anybody else, and without any basis of investigated
fact, to gratify the whim, caprice, or fad of some theorist; and
yet many of them have passed this body notwithstanding the
protest of a few of us. I do not doubt that nearly all of them, if
time afforded, would pass both branches of Congress, because I
have failed, since the declaration of war or even since the armis-
tice, to discover any bill carrying an item of money that did not
get a majority vote. They illustrate the vicious and uncon-
frolled tendency of minds, completely unsettled by the war, to
continue the carnival of waste,

I hardly feel that I am keeping up to the high standard of
expenditures when my eye catches a reference to a modest
item of $50,000 asked for by the senior Senator from Montana
[Mr, Myers] for the sinking of artesian wells, and for other pur-
poses. The amount is modest, but just why the Government
should go into the business of sinking artesian wells puzzles
me, I think that, while the amount is almost beneath the dig-
nity of a Senator to notice, I might be permitted to refer to
the proposition as preeminently of the freak variety:

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to investigate the
arid and semiarid conditions where they exist in the northern part of
the State of Montana, in the vieinity of the Canadian border, for the
21;1:-}:;;@ of discovering favorable locations for the sinking of arteslan

When the Secretary thinks he has discovered a favorable lo-
cation,he bill says he may go ahead and sink the well, which
is o good thing. ,

Mr., SIMMONS. Mr, President——

Mr. PENROSE. I yield.

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the Senator if that is not confined to
artesian wells on the national domain, the property of the
Government?

Mr. PENROSE. It does not say so. It says “the northern
part of the State of Montana,” and * the northern part of the
State,” I suppose, means land of the State.

Mr. SIMMONS. Does not the bill itself show that it is fer
the purpose of sinking artesian wells on the public domain?

Mr. PENROSE. T do not think so, but even if on the public
lands I do not see why the Government should go into it at
this juncture.

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to remind the Senator that there is a
very good precedent for the Senator from Montana asking for
this money, for he will remember that it was proposed that
we sink artesian wells in the Trinity River in order to make
it ‘navigable.
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Mr. PENROSE. I am glad the Senator called my attention
to that. I remember, when the projected improvement of
Trinity River to make it navigable was under discussion in
this body, that the then Senator from Montana, Mr. Carter,

humorously urged the sinking of artesian wells along the river

in order to fill it with water.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President—

Mr. PENROSE. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. THOMAS. I am in full accord with the Senator's criti-
cism of that bill, but I wish to remind him that several similar
bills have been introduced and some of them have passed, of
course, as amendments to appropriation hills, at the instance
of both Republican and Democratic Senators, and the money
has been expended or is being expended for the purpose on the
public domain. I voted against all of them, and I expect to
continue to do so, which perhaps is one reason why they con-
tinue to pass.

Mr. PENROSE. I do not doubt this bill will pass. Some
morning the Senator from Montana will rise when no one is in
the Senate and ask unanimous consent for the consideration
of the measure, and it will pass almost before the Secretary can
read it.

Mr, SMOOT. There is a favorable report on it from the
department. i

Mr. PENROSE. There is often a favorable report from a
department. They hang together for the plunder about as close
as it is possible to do. This appropriation is not for public lands,
as the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Smrmons] suggests,
but for the State of Montana; and why they should bore for
water there any more than in Pennsylvania is rather puzzling
to me.

The department looks with favor on the bill. I want to say
that the Secretary of the Interior has a great tendency to look
with favor upon any appropriation, and he is quite indefinite in
his estimates.

I called the attention of the Senate some time since to another
bill of the Senator from Montana regarding which the Secretary
of the Interior stated that one, two, or three million dollars
would be very nice to help them start the projeet. I will come
to that in a few minutes.

Then I have another choice production from that distin-
guished statesman, the Senator from California [Mr. PHELAN],
“to stimulate the productiom of food upon private and public
lands within reclamation projects, and for other purposes,”
which likewise is reported favorably from the committee. This
bill provides for $5,000,000. Five million dollars, at the re-
quest of the Senator from California, to permit the Secretary of
the Interior to range over the country and stimulate the produc-
tfon of food, whatever that may mean. The report does not
indicate just how this stimulation is to oceur, but I do not doubt
that the money will be expended.

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr, Rosinsox], with a very

praiseworthy desire to promote the welfare of the wage earners,
puts in a bill providing for a complete new official staff. We all
know what that means. He starts with a director at a salary of
$5,000 a year, which, I can foresee, if the bill should ever pass,
would be raised the following year; and he asks for $750,000 to
carry out his particular notions regarding the relief of wage
earners.
- All these bills are pending, Mr. President. They are on the
calendar or likely to be reported from committees. Most of
them are on the calendar, and they inevitably will pass if they
are ever brought up in this body.

Then the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore] has a
bill, which has been referred to the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry, which committee is a fertile source of favorable
reports on all kinds of lavish appropriations. He asks for an
appropriation to establish experiment stations in engineering
and in the other branches of the mechanic¢ arts in connection
with colleges established in the several States and Territories.
As to just what genius conceived the idea that we want experi-
ment stations in engineering in connection with colleges I am not
advised. I have received a good many letters protesting against
this bill as an interference with the land-grant State colleges,
many of which are largely endowed, and liberally helped by
State legislatures; but the Senator from Oklahoma would like
to begin with $15,000 per annum for each State and Territory.
I have not added that up, but I easily can see how it will expand,
and will invelve a very large sum in the future.

The sgenior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lewis] presents a
measure creating a bureau of farm colonization, to make a
national survey of all public lands suitable for farming, to
develop, establish, and maintain in a practienl manner rural
colonies and farm homes for qualified families. As to just
what that phrase “qualified families” means I am not in-
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formed. This measure is based upon the argument of the war,
as set forth in the preamble. The bill, Mr. President, calls for
$500,000,000 to carry out the peculiar notions of the Senator
from I1llinois.

. Mr. SIMMONS. Which one of the Senators from Illinois?

- Mr. PENROSE. There could be only one Senator from Illi-
nois who would introduce this bill, and that is the senior Sena-
tor [Mr. LEwis]. I did not suppose there would be any doubt
as to the identity of the Senator.

Then, Mr. President, the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr.
Syrra], for whom I entertain very high esteem, has a bill
pending, which has been on the point of getting up several
times, making an appropriation of $20,000,000 for improved
highways. That bill seems like a rather modest performance
now, in view of the $200,000,000 which was retained in the
Post Office appropriation bill for that purpose the other day.

The senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Smrra] has a bill
which he was near passing one day—I am not sure whether
it has not been passed. I opposed if, and I think the Senator
from Oregon, the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs
[Mr. CHAMBERLAIN], opposed it very vigorously—a bill to require
the Commisgioner of Education to devise methods and promote
plans for the elimination of adult illiteracy in the United States.
This is another emanation from the Secretary of the Interior,
of whose ability I have a very high opinion, but, nevertheless,
these expenditures must stop some time,

I think these charges of there being so many million illiter-
ates in the United States are absolutely without foundation, but
still the assertion is made. Such an assertion can have no
other foundation than that they include as illiterates infants
in arms and inmates of institutions for the mentally defec-
tive. I think I know something about the condition of the great
mass of the people in Pennsylvania, and in other States of the
Union, and deliberately to say that there are eight or ten
million illiterates in the United States is to make a statement,
in my opinion, without any foundation; it is simply an argu-
ment to get an appropriation.

This bill provides for the establishment of a new depart-
ment—always an alluring proposition—with $100,000 for the
first year and $50,000 for each succeeding year. The amounts
are small, but the possibilities of growth to the one-hundred-
million-dollar mark are so great that I thought the measure
worthy of being called to the attention of the Senate,

Now, I come to another bill introduced by the senior Senator
from Montana [Mr. Myers], which, likewise, has been recom-
mended by the Department of the Interior. This bill provides
for a survey and elassification by the Seeretary of the Interior of
all unentered public lands of the United States and all unused,
cut-over, logged, and swamp lands, and other unused lands
of the United States, with a view to disposing thereof to honor-
ably discharged soldiers and sailors and others, and for other
purposes. I remember in connection with this bill, Mr. Presi-
dent, that the Secretary of the Interior, or somebody who hap-
pened to know about it, said if we went into this scheme in the
way we ought to do, we should have four or five billion dollars
to properly carry it out. Hardly had the proposition got very
far and filtered through the minds of the publie, when all of us
were overwhelmed with protests from farmers against the
measure, The State Grange of Pennsylvania only the other day
officially protested, and the Senator from North Dakota [Mr,
GronwA] put communications into the REecorp protesting at
length against the folly of this proposition; yet it comes rec-
ommended by the department, which is pretty nearly the same
thing as being recommended by the administration. Originally,
it earried an appropriation of $2,000,000, but the committee
made it $1,000,000 to start with—$1,000,000 for a visionary,
proposition, Mr. President, that could not be carried into effect
until the returning soldier would be an old, benf man, too en-
feebled by age to work on a farm—a measure protested against
by every agricultural interest in the Unifed States; yet this bill
for $1,000,000, being such a small amount of money, no doubt
would pass the Senate in the confusion of the moment if it were
brought up some morning with the indorsement of the Secretary,
of the Interior.

We are gradually getting up in this desultory survey, Mr.
President, to nearly $2,000,000,000—to $1,000,000,000, anyway.
Nearly every one of these bills is from a department, has official
sanction, and is likely to pass. Certainly the task of opposing
them is invidious and generally is unsuecessful.

I have before me a bill infroduced by the junior Senator from
Towa [Mr. Kexyoxn] for the commencement or prosecution
of public works in order to provide increased opportunities
of employment during the period of demobilization and in-
dustrial readjustment, and for other purposes. Mr, President,
I do not doubt the patriotic motives of the Senator from Iowa
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in introducing this bill. I know of his earnest desire, as
shown by his aets, to alleviate the condition of the laboring
people in the United States; but, as I have told himx personally
in speaking with him about this bill, while I do not criticize the
purpose of it or the patriotism which induced its introduction, I
simply eriticize the measure as being an independent attack on
the Treasury without any eoncerted attempt to find out how
muelt money is available and how it should be distributed.
Baeh Senator comes along with his pet project, in very many
cases an absurd projeet; but whether it is absurd, or meri-
torious, like this one, surely no Public Treasury ean stand
anyone coming along, fixing the amount he wants, without
an esthmate and without full knowledge of the faets, and hav-
ing the money desired allofted to the scheme. This bill starts
off with 100,000,600, and there is a. further attractive pro-
vision in it for $300,000,000 more te provide for advances,
making $400,000,000 in all that, under a plausible argument,
may be separated from the Public Treasury. Whether or not it
is ever to be returned to the Treasury I do not know ; but my ex-
perience is—and I think the experience of others will vindicate
me in the assertion—that when cash is ence separated from the
Treasury it seldom is returned.

Regarding the lack eof employment, this $400,000,000 is for
what at present, in my eopinion, is a needless purpose. The
matter of unemployment is greatly exaggerated. I understand
the Department of Labor reports this week that some 250,000
or 300,000 men are unemployed. Why, Mr. President, that is a
very small number of men unemployed in a ecountry with nearly
11,000,000 wage earners. I have studied this question some-
what. Last summer I happened to spend the night in a little
eounty in Pennsylvania, and, upon asking about eonditions
there, I discovered that some eight or nine hundred men had
gone to the war and that a thousand er so more had gone to
Philadelphia, New York, and elsewhere to work in munitions
plants and had thus been taken away from the farms. With
the curtailment of production er the shutdown of mumitiens
plants these men will not be able to refurn immediately to the
farms, where they belong. Many of them made such enormouns
wages during the war, and up until a recent peried, that they
do not want to work and do not have to werk, but are looking
around the country enjoying themselves. I do not think the
returning soldier, coming back from France, wants to begin
working 8 or 10 hours a day the minute he gets here. He goes
home the hero of his town, is féted by the inhabitants, and
welcomed by his relatives. He is entitied to look around a
little and enjoy himself before he takes up the hard tasks ef
life. I think the statisties of the employment agency are re-
markable in showing how little lack of employment there is.

I represent in part in the Senate one of the greatest industrial
States, if not the greatest, in the country—a seething mass of
organized labor, tollers, and wage earners in textile mills and
steel plants—and I would be the first to know of unemployment,
I think I ean safely make the assertion that unemployment
in that great industrial area is, up to the present time, in no
way reaching the danger point. This $400.000,000 is proposed to
be taken from the Treasury for the purpose of relieving a condi-
tion which is almost normal, it may be said, when the problems
of readjustment are considered.

The senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore], with his at-
tention firmly fixed upon the $1,230,000,000 necessary to keep up
the price of wheat, permits himself to be diverted to the very
great urgency of eradicating the fick which infests southern
cattle. He has a report from that fertile source of appropria-
tions, the Committee on Agriculture, recommending an appro-
priation of $3,000,000 to eradicate the tick. That, of course, is a
pastime while waging the great battle for the $1,250,000,000:

Mr. THOMAS. My, President, I should like to ask the Sen-
ator if that is a new tick or the same old tick?

Mr. PENROSE. I am afraid it is the same old fick, which
has been swarming around eattle since the earliest days of man’s
assoeiation with animals, and which will continue to infest
cattle, as the Almighty has foreordained, long after the Senator
from Oklahoma and I are forgotten. I have no evidence that in
the lapse of many thousands of years cattle are not thoroughly
accustomed to the tick.

Then, here is a little resolution, This, by the way, is a minor
matter, but it shows the almost Shakespenreann quality of the
=senatorial mind, which takes in every variety amnd aspect of the
human comedy, o that nothing from the tick to an earthquake in
Porto Rico escapes its notice. Notwithstanding the fact, M.
President, that the island of Porte Rico is relieved of all war
taxes in the revenue bill, and at the same time enjoys the in-
estimable privileges of American citizenship ; and nofwithstand-
ing the fact that the inhabitants of that island practically have a
great advantage over citizens of the United States residing here,

from the point of view of taxation, it is seriously proposed
that we appropriate $300,000 on account of earthquakes in
Porto Rice. I halted this resolution ene day on the floor ef
the Senate when it was brought up by the senior Senater- from
Delaware [Mr. Savissony]. It did not seem: that the Commit-
tee on Pacific Islands and Porte Rico was exaetly possessed of
Jjurisdiction to recommend the appropriation, and the matter was
dropped. Whether or not the resolution subsequently was
passed in my absence I have no information, and I am not con-
cerned as fo whether it has passed or not, because I know per-
fectly well, if still pending, that it will pass some day when
I am not here,

Mr. President, I need only refer, becanse the event is too re-
cent to require any extended discussion, to the extraordinary
appropriation of $200,000,000 for roads carried in the Post Office
appropriation bill. The debate on this appropriation was so ex-
tensive, and the exceptional, unfair, and improvident character
of the appropriation so evident to any man of the most erdinary
intelligence, who was not prompted by sectional self-interest, that
I do not think it necessary to detain the Senate any further
about it

I have already referred, Mr. President, to the $100,000,000
appropriation for the alleged famine-stricken people of Enrope,
and I shall not expatinte on it. It is a good fund to exploit Mr.
Hoover and the Wilson administration; and from that point of
view doubtless will find iis supporters.

T ought to state that I am gradually drawing teward the elose
of what I wanted to eall to the attention of the Senate; but be-
fore I go any further I wish te say that up to this time I have
been speaking only of some of the bills pending in the Senate.
They aggregate over $2,000,000,000. I will drop the other figures
as insignificant. Bills arve pending here on the ealendar, most of
them: with the sanction of departmental recognition, liable to
pass any day, calling for almost a third ef the revenues cons
templated to be raised under this revenue bill, not te mention
the current expenses and the actual obligations of the Gov-
ernment. .

I shall now refer to several matters of this character pending
in the House. Here is a little proposition from Mr, LEVER, o bil
to enable the President te earry out the price guaranties made to
producers of wheat of the crops of 1918 and 1919, and to protect
the United States against undue enhancement of its liabilities
thereunder. I have not examined this bill very earefully,
Doubtless other price-fixing bills will be reached by me; and,
as it enly provides—oh, Mr. President, I was mistaken. I
thonght this bill provided for only a million dollars. I find it
provides for a billieon, and therefore is entitled perhaps to a
passing eomment.

This, I find, upon further examination, is the great bill to pro-
vide a billion dollars—or some say & billion and a quarter ; that
is immaterial—to keep up the price of wheat. The Senator from
OElahoma [Mr. Gore] deliberately stated in the Senate—and
I want to say that I agree with him; I think he, perhaps, knows
more about the question than any other Member of this body;
eertainly he knows mere abeut it than I do, but I can appreciate
a good argument when I hear it—that this priee fixing had been
folly fromn the beginning, sheer waste, and had cost the farmers
$800,000,000 in actual lesses; and now, pursuing this folly—
and I am not prepared to say that we ean get out of it—we are
called upon fto appropriate $1,000,000,000, one-sixth of all the
taxes to be raised from the groaning taxpayers in the United
States, to make good the folly and the dileftanteism of Hoover
and his administration of the food question.

Then, of course, Mr. President, we have floating around the
lump stuns, and I have net, as yet, been able to loeate exaectly
the amounts left of these lump sums, or whether they ean be
refunded into the Treasury. The President, as I understand,
has had $150,000,000' in a Inmp sum, and the Secretary of the
Navy, according to my recollection—I may not be entirely cor-
rect—some $50,000,000. I really think, now that the war is
over, that some auditing and accounting of these lump sums
should be obtained, and the balance remaining, if any, returned
fo- the Public Treasury; that hereafter expenditures should
be made under authority of Iaw, and not at the whim of a
bureau autoerat or Cabinet officer, or even ef the President.
Congress, perchanee, declines to authorize the purchase of a
radio station or a telegraplh system, and defeats the appropria-
tion, whereupon the word goes forth that the purchase will he
made out of a Inmp sum already appropriated. The lump sum
covers: everything, at home and abroad, from here to Paris.

Now, Mr, President, T want to eall the attention of the Senate
to about $8,000,000,000 of appropriations that I have not as vet
reached, asked for by somebody.

A Representative from Alabama in the House, Mr. Bang-
HEAD, comes along with a bill to promote the education of native
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illiterates. I have referred already to one bill relating to
illiteracy, which has the insidious purpose of starting a bureau.
This measure, however, comes right out into the open and asks for
$13,000,000—I should say $13,500,000—to educate illiterates;
and I think a large part of the money would have to be expended
in locating the illiterates. [Laughter.]

Here is another measure, introduced by an eminent states-
man in the House, a joint resolution asking for $100,000,000
1o relieve distress among wageworkers. As the average wage-
avorker has been making two or three times the wages of the
average clergyman, lawyer, or physician in the town——

Mr. THOMAS. Maybe that is the reason le is in distress,

Mr. PENROSE. That may be, but it seems to me that this dis-
tress, up to the present time, must be largely a matter of hallu-
cination. The only real thing about the bill is the one hundred
millions.

Then we have a measure that already has gotten as far as the
conference committee on the Post Office appropriation bill, so
its prospects are bright—a bill to provide two hundred millions
for roads.

Then there is that ingenious project, the reclamation of swamp
lands wherever they can be found. The modest sum of $100,000,-
000 is proposed for this purpose by Mr. BYr~Es, an associate
from an adjoining State of the distinguished chairman of the
Finance Committee here in the Senate—$100,000,000 to reclaim
swamp lands. This bill, I am glad to say, is in no way sectional,
‘At first glance I thought maybe it was for the benefit primarily
of South Carolina, but I did that State an injustice. I am satis-
fied that it really aims to reclaim swamp lands wherever found,
even if they have to be advertised for. [Laughter.] This meas-
ure has the sanction of the Secretary of the Interior, and I sup-
pose will pass some day when it comes up in the Senate under
the conditions which have been prevailing.

Here is a bill which candor compels me to admit was intro-
duced by one of my Pennsylvania colleagues in the House of
Representatives, but T have the less hesitation in admitting it
in view of the fact that he is a Democrat and was not reelected
to the next Congress. He wants $1,000,000 with which to dis-
tribute war trophies. Just how the million dollars is to be used
in the distribution of war trophies I do not know, but I suppose
some one will be found ingenious enough to invent a way to
spend the money. [Laughter.]

The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair.

Mr, THOMAS. Mr, President, if the Senator will permit me,
I might suggest that with such a sum war trophies would be
made the subject of manufacture, as the demand would be very
great.

Mr. PENROSE. Yes; I have no doubt of that, and perhaps a
bill will come along for an appropriation to encourage the
manufacture of war trophies. [Laughter.]

Here is a bill to provide for the common defense and general
welfare—a most excellent beginning—but closer examination
idiscloses the fact that it applies more particularly to Texas,
Colorado, New Mexico, Kansas, Nebraska, North Dakota, and
South Dakota. It urges their immediate relief from the drought.
I do not know whether it is the prohibition drought, Mr. Presi-
dent, or the other kind. [Laughter,]

i Mr. THOMAS. May I ask the amount of the appropriation?

Mr. PENROSE. Well, it is sufficient. Has the Senator any
idea what would be required to cure the drought in those half
dozen States?

+ Mr. THOMAS. It depends on what kind of a drought the
Senator refers to. That is the reason why I wanted to know
the amount,

. Mr, PENROSE.
: Mr, THOMAS. It would take a good-sized appropriation to
destroy the prohibition drought in that section of the country.
¢ Mr. PENROSE. The bill carries $50,000,000,

% Alr. THOMAS. I think that might do it. [Laughter.]

! Mr. PENROSE. It would help. It is for the general welfare,
but particularly for Texas, Colorado, New Mexico, Kansas,
Nebraska, North Dakota, and South Dakota.

Mr. THOMAS. May I ask the Senator to state the author of
the bill? I live out there, and I do not want to lie under
suspicion?

AMr. PENROSE. It is pending before the Committee on Agri-
culture, a very good committee, and I expect will be favorably
reported to the House in due course.

Mr. THOMAS. It isa House bill? Then I am exonerated.

. Mr. PENROSE. Itis a House bill—the Senator may want to
follow it up. It was introduced by Mr. BaxToN. The Senator
may be acquainted with him,

Mr. THOMAS. No; I am not,

. Mr. PENROSE, That is unfortunate.

Alr, THOMAS. That is doubtless true.

Well, assuming any kind of a drought?

Mr. PENROSE. Now, Mr. President, I have here ansther
bill, which I am compelled to admit was introduced in the
House by one of my colleagues from Pennsylvania. But I sus-
tain the shock when I realize he is a Demoerat. This is to pro-
vide for the emergency arising out of the demobilization of sol-
diers, sailors, and marines, and the discharge of workers from
war industries and other occupations, and so on. It is unnee-
essary fo read the full title, which is ample, but it is sufficient to
say that $100,000,000 is asked for by Mr, KeLry of Pennsylvania.

Then we have the bill to authorize the Post Office Depart-
ment to acquire and extend the telephone system in the District
of Columbia, for which $7,000,000 is requested—an unwarranted
proposition, because everyone knows that the telegraph and tele-
phone systems have broken down lamentably under present
Government control, and the railroads have suffered a scan-
dalous demoralization. I seldom send a telegram that I do not
corroborate it by writing a letter, and I am not certain that
either of them will reach its destination within a reasonable time.

Now, Mr. President, here is a gem which appeals to the lofti-
est aspirations of patriotism. It is a bill to provide for the
local commemoration, in his home county, of the supreme sacri-
fice made by each soldier, sailor, marine, and aviator while in
the service of the United States during the present war, likewise
introduced by Mr. BrLaxTON.

One is reluctant to criticize an appropriation coming under
such a patriotic guise, and I do so with hesitation. I hope
that some day every one of these brave men will have a monu-
ment; but in the stress of the moment I can not but pause and
respectfully criticize when I read that $50,000,000 is wanted
for monuments to which the townsmen of these gallant boys
would deem it a privilege to be able to contribute, and thus
put up far better monuments than could be erected by a bureau-
crat here in Washington, wastefully expending the public money.

Then, some genius, feeling that we are not doing everything
we should to express our joy at the wonderful achievements of
the war, suggests the propriety of appropriating £2,000,000 for
an arch of victory here in Washington; and, in order that the
matter may not be delayed, he thinks $50,000 ought to be im-
mediately available.

Here is a bill for a monument to Theodore Roosevelt, in
the form of a museum of history and art, to cost $5,000,000.
Mr. President, I say in all seriousness that I, as much as any
other American, think the American people should construct
a splendid monument to the memory of Col. Roosevelt; but
what I criticize about the measure is that I have no informa-
tion that it comes from any consultation or conference with
the members of Col. Roosevelt's family, or his friends, or with
any committee having memorials in charge, but simply repre-
sents the independent notion of Mr. Hicks, the gentleman intro-
ducing it, and, for aught we know, it may pass some morning
without the authority or sanction of anybody.

Then we have a bill to provide further for the national
security and defense by making an appropriation for the pur-
chase of iron ore, coke, coal, limestone, and other materials
essential to the manufacture of iron and steel and for con-
structing, equipping, maintaining, and operating blast furnaces
and steel plants and mills for the Government of the United
States. That bill is pending before the Military Affairs Com-
mittee of the House and calls for $50,000,000, notwithstanding
the fact that several authorizations for Government munition
and other similar plants have never been carried out, and gome
such projects which the Government has undertaken have proved
wretched and lamentable failures.

Then we have a joint resolution here which says in the
preamble :

Whereas the railroads of the United States are unable to handle the
food products and the ceal supply of the United States,

A rather treasonable assertion, Mr. President, in view of the
many statements of self-glorification and protestation issued by
Mr. McAdoo and others, I am one of those who believe that
the railroads have reached a deplorable, scandalous, and in-
expressible condition of inefficiency, but I did not suppose any-
one would be bold enough to make a statement of this character
in the preamble of a joint resolution asking for $10,000,000,

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr, President——

Mr. PENROSE, I yield.

Mr. KELLOGG. Is the Senator aware that the railroad ad-
ministration is now asking for $750,000,000 more?

Mr. PENROSE. Yes.

Mr. KELLOGG. In addition to the $500,000,000 appropriated
for a revolving fund which does not revolve?

Mr. PENROSE. I was aware of that.

Mr. KELLOGG. And it was stated here the other day by
the director general that they are owing the railroads now
something like $650,000,000, and probably they would owe them
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£880,000,000 when everything is settled up to the 1st of Janu-
ary, 1919.

Mr. PENROSE. I say in all candor that I think {he Bol-
sghevist government in Petrograd could have run the railroads
better than the representatives of the American people have run
them during the period of Government control.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, will the Senator frem Penn-
sylvania allow me?

Mr. PENROSE. Yes,

Mr. LEWIS. I suggest to the able Senator that those sho |

are at the head of the operation of the railroads throughout the
United States are the same gentlemen who have been operat-
ing those railroads during all the time in fhe last {hree or
four years preceding the taking of them over by the Govern-
ment, with the single exeeption of one or two oflices here in
Washington, where they do not operate the roads at all.

Mr, PENRROSE., The Senator ought to know that his state-
ment is utterly devoid of foundation.

Mr. LEWIS. The Senator would know if it were truoe.

Mr, PENROSE. ©On the contrary, Government ownership,
in my opinion, has been largely a process of educating Mr,
McAdoo and others to be railroad men, a very expensive eduen-
tional process on the part of the American. people, and I do
not know that any of them are railroad men yet.

Mr. LEWIS. I will state to the Senator that he must see
that in the management of the transportation of freight and
passengers the heads of the management at the different depots,
either in Philadelphia, Chicago, or elsewhere, are the same
gentlemen who before held the same offices under private
railroad management,

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator is mistaken.

Mr. LEWIS. Can the Senator give me an instance to prove
that I am in error to the contrary?

Mr. PENROSE. I now abhor the condition of the railreads
to such an extent that I purposely stay away from them.

Mr. LEWIS. Therefore the Senator has no acquaintanee with
the subject as to who runs them and who conducts them.

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, if the Senator from Penusyl-

vania will pardon me, I ean give him the names of many rail-
road presidents who have been removed and not allowed to run
the railroads and where other men have been put in their
place—Myr. Fairfax Harrison, of the Southern; Mr. Samuel Rea,
of the Pepnsylvania ; Mr. Marvin Hughitt, of the Northwestern;
and many others.

Mr. LEWIS. I desire to except to the statement of the Senator
from Minnesota. The Senator has made a statement, and I eall
the able Senator’s attention fhat the presidents named only
assumed to direct the financial policy, and many others directed
the issue of watered stock and bonds. The railroads have been
run by superintendents, general managers, passenger agents,
iraflic heads, and men who are in the yards. I ask my able
friend if he does not know that that class of gentlemen are still
in control of all the reads of which he has knowledge?

Mr. KELLOGG. I will state to the Senator that I know noth-
ing of the kind. Mr. Marvin Hughitt is not a man who is issuing
watered stock. He has run one of the most conservative and
‘best roads in the country; he is one of the ablest and highest-
minded railroad men in the country ; and there are many others
like him.

I Mr, LEWIS. Mr. Marvin Hughitt is not the subject of debate.
He is an acknowledged exception,
| Mr. KELLOGG. The railronds have been run by regional
managers and by appointees by the director .general in a con-
eentrated system in Washington. I am not complaining about
idhe management, because probably it has been ag good as you
could get when you change the entire management of the system
and try to concentrate it and make it over in a short time.
| Mr. LEWIS. I join issue with the able Senator. Mr. Marvin
fHughitt is referred fo as a railroad president. The Senator
imight recall to his mind the St. Louls & San Francisco Rail-
road, the New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad, the Chi-
’jcago & Alton Railrond, and many -others, and recall their presi-
‘dents and their past conduct.
. What I beg to impress upon the Senator from Pennsylvania
and the Senator from Minnesota is that these regional directors,
those who are charged with the active operation, are the gen-
lemen who were the officers of the roads before we took charge
f them and continue in their management. Therefore the
criticism of my able friend is in harmony with similar criti-
jcisms heard all over the country, and ought not to be based
aapon the assumption that we have changed the managzement
‘of the roads.

Mr. SIIAFROTH, I should lin: to say a word with respect

to that matter.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. PENROSE. Yes.

Mr. SHATROTH. The preposition has come here for the
extension of the Government control of roads for five years.
The experience had in the last year is not fair tc the Govern-
ment. Wages in all decupations have been greatly increased.
It was in war times, where there was no epportunity tc get to
a mormal basig nor to a proper operation of the roads. I think
every person in the country feels that there ought to be a test
without regard to whether he believes in governmental own-
ership of railroads or not, and that a fair test can be had at
this time better than any other time. It takes about five years
for the purpose of making such a test.

T hold myself free, if the conditions were such that the opera-
tion would not be in the interest of the masses of the people, to
reject the proposal, and if it were shown to be in the interest
of the masses that the Government can operate them to better
advaniage and at cheaper rates, then it seems to me if would
be wise to consider seriously the permanent contrel of the
roads; but, Mr. President

Mr, KELLOGG. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes; I yield.

Mr. KELLOGG. How much have rates been cheapened? -

Mr, SHAFROTH. 1 do not know that they have been cheap-
ened any, becanse we have had——

My, KELLOGG. How much have the rates been increased?

Mr. SHAFROTH. There has not been a fair test. There is
one feature in the matter by which all men in the Army can
travel at 1 cent per mile, which is ridiculously low.

Mr. KELLOGG. The Senator is mistaken.

Mr. SHAFROTH. But low rates for soldiers is evidently a

matter that is sanctioned by the people of the United States.
There can be no denial of the fact that there are certain econo-
mies that can be made in railrond management, and they have
been made. The saving in coal in transporting freight by a
short line instead of a long line will be great, as well as the
high salaries of officials. For instance, there is n conselidation
in the city of Denver of about 10 or 12 railroad offices down-
town in a high-priced rental district——

Mr. PENROSE, Mr, President, I decline to be inferrupted
by such a trite argument as that. Tt is a fleabite. In my opin-
ion the consolidation of the ticket offices in the great cities was
an absurdity,

Mr. SHAFROTH. It scems that there is a great saving in
the cities by it.

Mr. PENROSE. I deny that there is a saving. The ticket
offices, in many cases owned by the railroads, have been stand-
ing idle and unoccupled, and to say it is a saving is simply a
resort to merefricious and misleading bookkeeping.

Mr. SHAFROTH. They have but one ticket office in Denver
where they formerly had 12, and quit paying rent on 11. That
necessarily meant a saving as to the ticket offices, and where
there are a large number of persons engaged in soliciting
freight——

Mr. PENROSE. They are several hundred millions behind,
and everybody in the United States is bitterly condemning the
management of the railroads by the Government.

Mr. SHAFROTH. As a matter of fact, there were thousands
of men employed by the railroads for the purpose of soliciting
freight over their lines, and now no expense of that kind can be
made, because the Government is disinterested as to which line
the freight shall zo over.

Mr. PENROSE. And the railroads are losing in freight rates.

Mr. KELLOGG. If the Senator will permit me——

Mr. PENROSE. I will permit an interruption for anything
except a defense of the consolidation of the ticket offices.

Mr, SHAFROTH. That is one of the economies, and there are
many other economies. Whether or not governmental control
of railroads can be made a success I do not know, but I think
now is the time when we have the oppertunity at the lenst
expense to the Government of testing it, and if it is not a suc-
cess it can be turned down.

Mr. PENROSE. Did the Senator ever before witness such a '

spectacle on the railroads as a dirty and ill-kept dining car with
available spaces scribbled with seoffing remarks addressed to
the management?

Mr, SHAFROTH. I do not know——

Mr.. PENROSE. That is what I have seen.

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not understand that there is any-
thing of that kind.

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator has net been traveling lately.

Mr. SHAFROTH. I have -traveled some in the last six
months and I have found just as courteous treatment as I ever
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found at any time. I have gone four times over the Pennsyl
vania Railroad from here to Chicago. '

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator is easily satisfied.

Mr. KELLOGG. If the Senator from Pennsylvania will per-
mit me—-~

Mr, PENROSE. Yes.

Mr, KELLOGG. The classified accourts of the operating ex-
penses of the railroads this year, including general office ex-
penses, transportation expenses, maintenance of way, and all
the other classified accounts, show not one single account less
than it was last year or any economy whatever.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I am not taking into account
in this very desultory statement the enormous losses on ac-
count of the maladministration of the railroads. I am taking
only a good-humored survey of the scattering, irresponsible
proposals on both sides of the Capitol to extract money from
the Treasury. If we undertook to estimate the losses by rea-
son of this inefficient administration they would, in my opinion,
approximate a startling sum of money.

When we consider the property which has been destroyed, or
the values which have been greatly curtailed and reduced—I
am not going to argue the effects of it—millions of dollars
wiped off the books as an asset to the community or the in-
dividual by the destruction of steamboat lines and short-line
railroads, the steamship lines having been withdrawn from
the transportation business, or the short-line roads serapped be-
cause the railrond management deflected the traflic, which they
had been relying upon, in order to keep up the showing of the
trunk lines, we see to what extent this inefficiency has gone.

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me one moment,
speaking of the matter of the destruction of property, there. is
n line that has been rendering excellent service from Boston,
Providenee, Philadelphia, Baltimore, to Norfolk and on to the
Southern States as far as Savannah—the Merchants & Miners'
Transportation Co—which has been in existence for 60 years
and has been of very great value to all those States. The Rail-
road Administration took the line over. They not only took
the line over, but they took over $600,000 of cash they had in
their treasury. This line was fed, of course, by arrangements
made with the railroads. They stopped those, and that natu-
rally deprived the line of business, They now have handed the
ships back to the company with the business gome, and they
have omitted to hand back the $600,000 they took in cash from
their treasury.

That industry has been wiped ouf, so far as I can make out.
All the Senators from the States affected have been trying and
trying in vain to prevent the destruction of a useful line which
for G0 years has given all the seaboard States on the Atlantie
a good water service for water competition. That is merely an
illustration. I am sorry fo have interrupted the Senator so far.

Mr. PENROSE. I am very glad the Senator from Massa-
chusetts has called attention to the scandalous and harrowing
case of the Merchants & Miners' Line. I should like to ask him
whether any reason was presented for failing to return the cash
1o the treasury? It is usual to return cash, is it not?

Mr. LODGE. No explanation was given of that that I know
of. The explanation for their returning the line back was that
the company asked too much for leasing it. They could have
leaged it at any price they wanted if they had been willing to
lease it., I believe their plan was to do the transportation either
by rail or by using some of the ships that had been built and
which they were afraid to send across the ocean to carry freight,
and those ships would be run under the name of another line—
the Old Dominion.

My, SMITH of Georgia,
very subject?

Mr. PENROSE. Yes.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. T have, I believe, a little later in-
formation than the Senator from Massachusetts has, A number
of us, among them the Senator and myself, addressed a com-
munication to the counsel for the Railroad Administration, and
we received an answer. Then, later on, with the president of
this company, at the request of the Senator from Maryland [Mr.
SanrH], who could not come, the Senator from Rhode Island
[Mr. Corr], the Senator from Florida [Mr, Frerceer], and
myself were called into conference. It was impossible to get
all those who had signed the letter, and we undertook to repre-
sent the balance of you as best we could.

The ingistence upon suspending operations was based upon the
claim of very heavy losses now in operation. A proposition is
being submitted to-day by the Merchants & Miners’ Transporta-
tion Co., and we have just prepared a letter urging that they do
not suspend operations. I have just brought it into the Senate
to request of the Senator from Florida [Mr, FrercHER] to join
the Senator from Rhode Island and myself In signing it as repre-

Will the Senator permit me on this

senting the Senators. I will read the letter, because I am sure
it will meet with the Senator’s approval.
* Mr. LODGE. I had not heard of this last thing. I saw the
letter to which the Senator referred from the counsel of the road,
which gave us no satisfaction whatever, but up to the point at
which I had arrived I think I stated the case correctly.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I am not questioning that, but [
thought I would read the letter.

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; I am glad to know that we are still
struggling,

Mr, SMITH of Georgia (reading)—

FeEBrRUARY 12, 1919,
Judge JOHN BARTON PAYXE,
Counscl United States Railroad Administration,
Washington, ). C.

Drisr Sin: We are familiar with the proposition being submitted to
you by the Merchants & Miners' Transportation Co.

In connection with the propesition we desire to urge the importance
of the continued operation of this system of coastwise transportation.
We are impressed with the loss which would be caused our en system
of transportation if this coastwise line is discontinued, and especially
with the injury to the communities served by it.

May we not suggest that, controlling all the railroads, the Government
director can cause ample freight to be igh-n:—n to this and the other water-
transportation systems. Normally it is more economical, and should be
preserved in an organized state for the benefit of the public. We are
referring, of course, now to the coastwise ships serving especially the
Atlantie and Gulf communities, The entire cost of this transportation—
the rates and the business to be done—is so within the control of the
transportation administration of the Government that we earnestly hope
fiuch steps may be taken as will continue the operation of tbis coastwise

ne,
Yery truly, yours,

We are just on the point of sending this additional letter to
them, and we assumed in signing it we were representing all
who wrote the original letter.

Mr. LODGE. Certainly, As I remember, I think Senators
from six or more States signed the Jetter and we got a most
unsatisfactory reply.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia.
condition now.

Mr, LODGE. I am glad it is. This letter, it seems to me, is
little more than the expression of a hope. I sincerely hope it will
lead to something.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The matter has been opened up
again, and that an adjustment can be made with the company I
believe is clear and is most probable; but we were expressing
the opinion that if the Government adjusts these differences with
l'h(t\,) lowncr:»s it ought to continue operations for the benefit of the
publie.

Mr. LODGE. Of course it ought.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. That is what we sought to express
in this letter.

Mr. LODGE. It is a great disadvantage to the public to have
that line wiped out.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I have not the slightest con-
fidence that a repetition of the letter, signed by a half dozen
Senators from these coastwise States, will have any effect upon
the situation. For the time being and under the present réghne
that line of transportation for freight and passengers is out of
existence, deliberately destroyed by the policies of the American
Government, a line which, for three generations, regardless
of weather, fair or foul, has carried the seacoast commerce
and passengers from Georgin to Massachusetts and from Penn-
sylvania to New York. It is extinguished to-day as a re-
sulf of the railroad management of the Government; and, to
add a rather humorous phase to it, such as we occasionally read
about in some of the performances of the Bolsheviki in Petro-
grad, the line, after being ruined, is politely returned to the
owners with an empty treasury. It has been withdrawn from
the port of Philadelphia, where it was a source of great relief
to commerce and also a matter of pride to the people. It would
have continued another hundred years or more to prosper and
grow had sound economic conditions prevailed, but the idiosyn-
crasy of the railroad management has destroyed it. I venture
the assertion that property values, to an enormous amount,
have been destroyed within the last three years, or have been
greatly depreciated.

We have been moving along steadily to destroy wvalues, as
in the case of railroad securities, and to destroy property phys-
ically, as illustrated by the Merchants & Miners' Line. I begin
to wonder at the robusiness and strength of the American Na-
tion, and how its commerce and industry must be built upon an
imperishable foundation, that it can withstand all this bad
economie, ruthless, and injudicious treatment.

But while this digression has been profitable it hardly bears
upon the subject I have in mind, excdept to emphasize the fact
that while we are engaged in propositions calculated to squander
the money of the taxpayers, we are at the same time making
very substantial inroads upon the taxable values and incomes

It is in a little more satisfactory
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from which we must get revenue. I for one think it time to
call a halt, and if these wasteful appropriations can not be
stopped before the 4th of March, at least the attention of the
American people ean be called to them and perhaps some relief
afforded in the new Congress and under another party after
March 4.

Mr. President, no system of taxation could ve devised by the
ingenuity of man, and no country, however rich it might be,
could bear the taxes that would be commensurate with these
wild, extravagant, and wasteful expenditures.

Now, here is a small appropriation for an unnecessary proj-
ect—the establishing of marketing departments in agricultural
colleges in the several States of the Union.

I have not had an opportunity to inform myself as to just
what purpose the author of the bill has in mind, but it has
been referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and I as-
sume it will be only a question of time until it comes out with
a favorable report, because it involves an appropriation of
$250,000. This particular bill has been making its way ob-
scurely through the House and Senate. Already I have re-
ceived hundreds of letters from produce dealers and dairy and
food people of Pennsylvania protesting against the passage of
the measure. As to just what good purpose is subserved by it
beyond the wanton expenditure of money I am not advised.

Heore is another interesting measure referred to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture which, doubtless, will be favorably re-
ported from that fertile source of expenditures. It provides
for the purchase of seed grain and feed for live stock, to be sup-
plied to farmers and stockmen, and to create boards in the re-
spective States to assist in carrying out the provisions of the
act, It is true, the bill provides for an appropriation of $50,000,-
000, but I have no idea that amount will be an obstacle to its
favorable report by the members of the Committee on Agri-
culture.

Then we have a bill * to establish a Government experiment
integral of industries.” I am at a loss to know what the title
means. The phrase is new to me. I, perhaps, am unduly igno-
rant. I fail occasionally to keep up with the progress of the
times and, particularly during this period of international con-
sciousness, as the term goes, to keep pace with new phrases and
new terminology; but I notice that the bill calls for an appro-
priation of another $50,000,000. So I assume there must be
some argument, plausible at least, for the enactment of the
measure,

The fanciful phraseology, characteristic of this period of in-
ternational consciousness, is well illustrated by section 3, which
says that a commission shall be established on creative eco-
nomics, an admirable phrase, Mr. President, and fraught with
possibilities to the league of peace and to our future interna-
tional civilization. I pause and wonder when I reflect upon the
genius of the inventor of that phrase “creative economics.”
Still, he had a stern purpose to the ultimate goal and he pro-
vides for $50,000,000 to carry out the objects of the commission.

They are “to plan and construct a government economic ex-
perminent integral”; and, in order that ample explanation
shall be afforded of the word “ integral,” he says “or unit of
industries "—if that makes it any clearer; it does not to me—
“ for the purpose of testing, independent of existing commerecial
interests and by scientific methods, the merits or demerits of
another system of industry not adjusted to the economic prin-
ciple of mutual repression and plunder "—how familiar !—* the
social contract of which shall be the donation of labor power
by all employees, and the donation of the products of labor
power to all employees under the rule of the common good.”

- This man is a genius, Mr. President. The Secretary of the
Interior is authorized to devote any of the lands or natural
resources owned by the Government to the commission of
creative economics,

But why detain the Senate longer by explaining the purpose
of this commission? Its name speaks for itself, and the imagina-
tion ean picture the plans.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, will the able Senator allow me
to merely interrupt to ask him who is the author of that meas-
are?

Mr. PENROSE. Does the Senator from Illinois indorse that
proposition?

Mr. LEWIS. I ask the Senator to let me know who is the
author of that bill?

Mr. PENROSE. The bill discloses the fact that Mr. JoENsoN
of Houth Dakota is the author of it.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Joaxsox of South Dakota of the Senate
or Mr, Jouxsox of South Dakota of the House?

Mr. PENROSE. I am referring now to House bills, but I
assume that many of them will come here to the Senate.

LVITI—203

Mr. LEWIS. We are prohibited by certain rules of the Sen-
ate to express an opinion which we might have concerning mat-
ters in the other House. I have no doubt when they arrive here
we shall then get the opinion of the Senate.

Mr. PENROSE. I have no doubt I have a right to express
my opinion about legislation which is pending.

Mr. LEWIS. I beg to say that I am merely commenting upon
the loss we may have to suffer from not having the opinions of
some others.

Mr. PENROSE. The bill will doubtless come over here. I
do not know whether the Senator from Illinois will be for it
or not. He can state that better than I.

Leaving the domain of “creative economies,” Mr, President,
we now come, in view of recent experiences, to a choice morsel
which has been referred to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce of the House of Representatives, This bill
provides an appropriation of $500,000,000 to promote the
ownership of transportation systems. I suppose some of them,
like the Merchants & Miners' Line, could be bought pretty
cheap at this juncture; but whether or not $500,000,000 will
cover the whole situation, I am not informed.

Here is another measure, “a bill to provide transportation,
storage, and marketing facilities for and to regulate com-
merce among the States in live stock, meats, and other prod-
ucts derived from live stock or the slaughtering of live stock.”
This commendable purpose, Mr. President, ean best be realized,
in the opinion of the author of the bill, by an expenditure of

Mr. THOMAS. Who is the author of that?

Mr. PENROSE. That eminent statesman, Mr. Sius.

Then we have a bill “to create a department of education
and human welfare "—definite and specific and all practical
purposes clearly defined—* and to arrange for the cooperation
between the Federal Government and the States in the encour-
agement and support of education, and for other purposes.”
It provides for “broadening the scope of education, of demo-
cratizing it so that it will include and promote all human
activities.” Whatever that phrase may cover I am at a loss
to understand, but that is not material. The extraordinary,
feature of the bill is that there is no definite appropriation
to carry out its provisions. Just what the purpose of the
author was in leaving the really interesting part of the mens-
ure in an indefinite and chaotic condition I do not know.

Then we have a bill for rural sanitation. I can not lay my
hand immediately on that measure, though I thought I had it.
Rural sanitation is a good thing, and it looks better when an
appropriation of nearly $3,000,000 is asked for to launch the
Government in this enterprise, and an annual appropriation of
$1,400,000 thereafter, _

The items I have read, Mr, President, many of which are
pending before committees or are sanctioned by departments,
or have been reported favorably, aggregate $2,880,480,000, or
nearly $3,000,000,000—half of the amount proposed to be raised
by the pending tax measure!

There are a number of other items confronting us and to be
reckoned with. I will not say that the items I am going to
read are all unnecessary, but they will convey to the tax-
payer some general idea of the bill he has got to foot as the
result of incompetence and waste or, in some cases, as the re-
sult of the war.

Amongst what I might term inevitable objects is the con-
struction of hospitals, which it is estimated will require $30,-
(QIO.OGO. Whether or not that estimate is well based, I do not

oW,

Then we have the interest account on the national debt of
$1,000,000,000 annually at the very least.

We have the propositions in connection with the merchant
marine, which are to some extent imaginary, but they ecall for an
expenditure of $650,000,000.

Then we have the loss of $800,000,000 in the operation of the
railroads, a loss which I attribute to the account of blundering
and inefficiency.

We have the very general estimated expense of demobiliza-
tion of $500,000,000, which, of course, is inevitable.

We have the proposition for aircraft mail service, amounting
to $50,000,000, a service that I think could very well wait until
the stress of expenditure is over. Anyhow, it is a good deal of a
luxury and more or less of an experiment. Yet, apparently,
there is a disposition to spend money for it, at least until the
4th of March shall have arrived.

Then there are Government contracts put down at $1,-
500,000,000—a wild guess as to the amount that will be required.

I have already referred to the European food bill. The war-
risk insurance requires $150,000,000; the Employment Bureau
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wants $14,000,000; and the bonus to soldiers, which we all in-
dorse, requires $255,000,000, making an additional amount for
some mecessary purposes, but some unnecessary or ill-advised,
of $5,040,000,000, This, and the miscellaneous, visionary, and
needless items already mentioned, aggregate $7,927,480,000, or
nearly $8,000,000,000, which, added to the amounts floating
around here in the Senate, to which I have already referred,
makes $10,000,000,000 actually asked for by Senators and Repre-
sentatives with solemn countenance and earnest demeanor, fre-
quently supported by a department. I have yet to see one of
these measures fail of passage when its consideration could be
reached.

- Mr. President, the air is full of suggestions for enormous
expenditures. Here is $10,000,000,000 picked up in the most
casual way by looking through the calendars of the House and
Senate. Every departmental report contemplates squandering
money somewhere. :

Mr, JONES of Washington. Mr, President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, AsmvUest in the chair).
Does the Senator from Pennsylvania yield to the Senator from
Washington?

Mr, PENROSE. Yes.

Mr. JONES of Washington. In view of the facts which the
Senator has pointed out; also in view of the new propositions
with reference to the Navy, which I understand involve the ex-
penditure of almost a billion dollars; and also in view of what
weé are going to have to do in connection with wheat, what
excuse is given for cutting down the taxes for the next year?
How do those in authority now say that we are going to meet
these largely increased expenditures which have been made—
certainly since the bill passed the other House, and I think
since the committee reported the change in the taxes for the
next year?

Mr, PENROSE. Mr, President, the inguiry of the Senator
from Washington is very natural. I can not answer his ques-
tion. The whole situation is so chaotic and so characterized
by lack of system that I, standing here on the minority side,
with no responsibility for legislation, am unable to answer the
Senator's question. There is no remedy, unless the majority
party and those in control of the executive departments of the
Government lend a helping hand to check this wasteful ex-
travagance.

Mr, JONES of Washington. Is there any other way to meet

these additional expenditures except by the sale of bonds?
Mr. PENROSE. There is no other way except by the sale of
bonds; and, in my opinion, if this debauch of expenditure and
‘carnival of waste continue, the sale of bonds up to the limit of
toleration of the business world will not meet all the require-
ments.

Mr. JONES of Washington. So that this apparent reduction
in taxation, which is proposed in this bill to take place in another
m!é v;m have to be made up through the sale of interest-bearing

s

Mr, PENROSE. Yes; money will have to be borrowed to
‘the limit of toleration on the part of the taxpayers; and, in-
stead of getting the benefit of reduced expenditure by the armi-
stice and the completion of peace, our expenditures will keep on
soaring and will show little difference from the enormous
amounts expended while we were in the agony of war.

I have said, Mr. President, that this is merely a casual survey
of some $10,000,000,000, not to mention the destruction of assets
or the reduction in their value, thus curtailing the ability of
the taxpayer to pay taxes.

Nearly $1,500,000,000 ultimately will be lost to the Treasury
by prohibition. I am not arguing the merits of that policy one
way or the other. The American people have, by an overwhelm-
ing sentiment, indorsed the proposal; but the fact remains and
confronts those engaged in revenue legislation that the revenues
are reduced.

The relief measures to which I referred in my opening re-
marks, for the correction of inequalities, inequities, and hard-
ships, sacrifice several hundred million dollars of revenue which,
otherwise, might have been raised but which, under the circum-
stances, can not be fairly collected.

Mr, LEWIS. Will my eminent friend allow me a suggestion?
May I ask the Senator if he would not make clear, in connection
with his very able exposition, that the bills to which he is direet-
ing attention—most appropriate attention—are not bills which
have been passed; that they are not bills for which appropria-
tions have been made; but are mere proposals from different
Members of both Houses for things which they hope, but for
which at present there has not been any legislation granted
at all? :

Mr, SMOOT. Mr, President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn-
gylvania yield to the Senator from Utah?

e
Mr. PENROSE. Yes. 2

Mr. SMOOT. Allow me to suggest to the Senator, however,
that wiping all of those suggested bills out of consideration,
there will be vast appropriation bills that we know must be
passed before the close of this gession, or in an extra session,
that will amount to over $10,000,000,000 ; but if the bills referred
to become laws, instead of the taxpayers of the country having
to meet $10,000,000,000 next year, they will have to meet $20,000,-
000,000. I will say frankly to the Senator from Illinois the
country can not do it and will not do it; and if Congress ap-
propriates all the money proposed to be appropriated by the
various bills which have been referred to to-day by the Senator
from Pennsylvania, I say that the country will rise in its might
and power and drive from public life every man who approves
of such propositions; and I hope they will do it if anything like
that happens.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr, President, I express my thanks to the very
alert Senator from Utah [Mr, Smoor] for his explanation and
his statement. I have to say, since the Senator says that the
amount of $10,000,000,000 will be appropriated, that it must be
assumed, in view of the intelligence of this body, coupled with
its patriotism, guided by a genius such as the Senator from
Utah, when such appropriations shall have been made, they,
will have been made for some just cause and for purposes that
can be justified; otherwise, they will not be passed. It will
not be assumed that the other measures, such as the Senator
from Pennsylvania has humorously, but in many instances most
appropriately, described as little less than ridiculous, would pass
a body of this.kind or pass the House. Therefore, the fears of
the Senator from Utah that the appropriations will be multiplied
to the extent of the sums suggested by the Senator from Penn-
sylvania, I think, are groundless, and we ought to make clear
to the American public right now, that these expressions of the
able Senator from Pennsylvania are based upon the possibility,
of such bills passing, and not that he wishes to let the American
public understand that these bills have passed. He did not have
that in his mind nor was that his intention.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr, President, many of the measures carry-
ing the vast sums referred to by me have passed Congress;
many more are earnestly recommended by the Secretary of the
Interior and other heads of departments, and many of them
are on the ealendars awaiting favorable action by either body;
Experience Is the best and only test we have in this world as
to future conditions ; and we all know that so far not a single bill
has failed, no matter what the purpose or the amount.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, I think as to those measures
the passage of which is hoped——

Mr, PENROSE. Can the Senator name a single appropriation
bill, or item of appropriation, which the majority has defeated
in this Chamber? I challenge the Senator to do so. Hé can
not do it. >

Mr. LEWIS. I will say to the Senator that the items that
are defeated by the majority party are defeated in the appro-
priate committees when they are wrong and should not be
passed. It is only when they are right and practicable and
best that the committees send them in here and the Senate
passes them, because it is right fo do so.

Mr. PENROSE. The only test is the longing and hunger for
appropriations.

Mr. LEWIS. Ofttimes there is a hunger which should be
satisfied because it is right, Mr. President, as a longing—I
might say, more than a longing—a dessert; but let me say to the
Senator that as to those measures to which he has referred,
which their authors hope will pass, we can apply the Scriptural
injunction, “ Many are called, but few are chosen.”

Mr., SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not wish the Senator from
Illinois to get the idea that I said I had a fear that the people
of this country were not going to pay the just obligations
incurred by the Government in carrying on the war. I say
frankly to the Senator that the greater part of the $10,000,-
000,000 which the people of America must meet next year
has been brought about by the war; but that does not make it
any easier for the American people to raise the amount of taxes
necessary, particularly so when we take into consideration the
conditions existing to-day and realize the extent to which we
have already strained our credit.

The Senator will readily admit, I presume, that it was much
easier to raise the first $5,000,000,000 than it was the second
$5,000,000,000 or the third $5,000,000,000; and as $5,000,000,000
sums are added by way of taxation it becomes harder. The
Senator, of course, will admit that. All I want to do is this:
I want the American people to know the obligations that they,
have got to meet, and I want them to prepare to meet them,
because they must be met. I also want the American people
to understand that the time has come when there must be a
halt called on the extravagant expenditures of public money,
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As the little foxes spoil the vines, so these little million-dollar
appropriations, as they are now called, are going to ruin the
credit of the business and of the country itself if we do not
stop them.

1 remember, Mr. President, the time in.this Chamber when
an appropriation of any sort that carried a million dollars
was scanned with the greatest care and had to receive an ex-
planation that was satisfactory to every Senator in this body
before there would even be a chance of securing a vote upon
it, while to-day it is not desired to secure consideration of any
appropriation of less than a million dollars; in fact, about the
only way to get an appropriation through Congress is to make it
more than a million dollars.

I know that the Senator will not charge me with trying here
to appeal to the passions or the prejudices of the people; but I
am alarmed, Mr. President, over the financial condition of our
country. I can not see how the obligations of the Government
are going to be met unless the strictest economy is not only prac-
ticed by Congress and the executive departments of the Govern-
ment, but by all the people in the land.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr, President, will the Senator give me his audi-
ence n moment while I respond to that?

Mr, SMOOT. Certainly.

Mr. LEWIS. I wish to say to the public that there is no man
in this Chamber who has more sedulously given his attention
patriotically to seeking to hold expenditures down to just levels
than has the Senator from Utah, but what I wish to have him
know is that if the bills referred to by the Senator from Penn-
sylvania and the amounts for which they call shall be held up
before the country as appropriations that have really been made,
as distinguished from mere demands, the country would be of
the opinion that such vast millions have already been appro-
priated as would stun them, as would paralyze their initiative,
and discourage every undertaking,

Now to the Senator’s observation. It is true that in the past
there was close economy, but gradually ihere grew that very
thing which the Senator from Utah says exists—a general in-
difference. Previous administrations to the one in power, how-
ever, were those that encouraged the growth of those vast ex-
penditures. We may say, as the scriptural warning, the
fathers ate the sour grapes, the teeth of the children are set
on edge; so we have come into power to find the custom, and,
unhappily, instead of repealing it entirely, as the Senator says,
we are repeating it. A

Now, I will ask the Senator a question, in order that I may
obtain the Senator’s judgment. We have large expenditures
to meet, and great appropriations are in view. I have a pro-
posal to make to the American public in my position as a Sena-
tor, and not carrying any further weight than that. There are
$7,000,000,000 due to the American Nation from foreign nations.
These nations, I suggest, could issue their bonds, those bonds to
be turned over to the United States, and then the United States
to use those bonds through the Federal Reserve System, the
Federal reserve banks issuing $7,000,000,000 of money based
on those bonds, which are security for money loaned. The
$7.000,000,000 thus being secured would be money of the United
States and would lessen the taxes to that amount. I ask the
Senator if that is not an appropriate method of securing that
fund and avoiding further taxation?

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator that
I have in my office a bill in process of preparation—I think I
will have it completed to-night, and if I do I shall introduce it
to-morrow—to carry out the very suggestion the Senator has
made, although not along the exact lines the Senator has sug-
gested, providing that the obligations of foreign Governments
for our loans to them be changed into a bond obligation and used
by the Federal Reserve Board as a basis for the issuing of Fed-
eral reserve notes. I want the Congress to pass a law authoriz-
ing the Federal Reserve Board to issue Federal reserve notes
against those obligations. If our Government, now that the
war is over and it is not likely that we will be compelled to
advance more money to foreign countries, will request those
foreign countries to issue for the obligations which they have
given to our Government in the shape of notes—because that is
what they are—bonds in serial numbers of denominations of
$50, $100, $500, and $1,000, I believe that such bonds can be
sold in the market, and I do not believe that our Government
will have to earry the present obligation, which now amounts
to nearly $8,300,000,000.

Myr. PENROSE, Mr. President, I hope I may be permitted
to continue my remarks. I shall finish in a moment.

AMpr. SMOOT. I will ask the Senator to excuse me.
gtood the Senator had yielded to me.

. Mr. PENROSE. I appreciate that, nnd I was perfectly will-
ing to yield, but this controversy has taken a little longer time

I under-

than I think is falr to me. I merely wish to conclude my
remarks,

Mr, SMOOT, It is not fair to the Senator to interrupt him
s0 long, and I wish to apologize.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl-
vania refuses to yield further.
~ Mr, PENROSE. I do not want an apology. I know the Sen-
ator from Utah is going to take the floor in a few moments in his
own right, but if he desires to go on now Iwill yield further.

Mr. SMOOT. I may discuss the question when I get the floor.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois is
an offender himself. Here is a bill introduced by him on
February 25, 1918, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry, which committee never has failed to act favorably
on an appropriation. The measure creates a bureau of farm
colonization, and appropriates $500,000,000 as a beginning. I
should like to ask him whether he intends to push that measure?

Mr, LEWIS. I have an idea that if the Senator observes the
heading of the bill he will see that it was tendered “ by request.”

Mr. PENROSE. Then the Senator is not familiar with the
subject of the bill?

Mr. LEWIS. Yes; I am familiar with it; but I think the
Senator will see that that particular measure was tendered
“ by request "——

Mr. PENROSE. It is not so stated.

Mr. LEWIS. Merely that it might be sent to the commiitee
for their examination in connection with other measures which
at that time they were considering. May I call the Senator's
attention to the fact that it was a proposal to advance money to
immigrants coming to our country?

Mr. PENROSE. No statement appears on the bill that it was
Introduced by request.

Mr. LEWIS. Then that has been omitted. I do not wish to
say that it does not possess virtue; but I must say to the Sena-
tor that, having introduced it “ by request,” I have not exam-
ined it as fully as I would have done if it had been a measure
introduced on my own initiative.

Mr. PENROSE. It is usual when a bill is introduced “ by
request " to have that fact indicated in the heading, and it is
not so noted in this case; therefore I got the impression that
the Senator was carried away with the splendid and inspiring
thought of spending $500,000,000 to create a bureau of furm
colonization. ;

Mr. LEWIS. No; the Senator from Illinois is only carried
away by the powerful oration and glittering criticism of his
eminent friend, who, in his satire, discloses a legitimate criti-
cism of some of those measures.

Mr. PENROSE. It is very consoling to me, Mr. President, to
realize that I ean subtract £500,000,000 from the ten billion
to which I referred; because the Senator from Illinois conveys
to me the thought that, in vulgar parlance, he is “ side-stepping
his bill and does not intend to press it. That to me is a most
hopeful sign. Whether it is due to the appalling aggregate
of misguided appropriations which I have tried to bring to
the attention of the Senate this morning, I do not know ; but if
it has sunk into the minds of Senators that the time has come
to call a halt my labors to-day will not have been in vain.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, I will have the Senator under-
stand that I do not side-step anything when I confront him; I
back it up.

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator is confronting his own bill now,
and displays a lack of enthusiasm for it which is rather impres-
sive.

I now refer to extra offices which have been created. I sup-
pose they were necessary during the war, anyhow ; but we have
only to go through and along the sides of these great temporary
buildings scattered throughout Washington, or through the de-
partments, to see the large number of employees erowding the
corridors and cumbering up the rooms, and, in many cases,
actually hunting something to do. That demeralized situation
has been alluded to frequently on the floor, and I do not intend
to enlarge upon it now. I simply want, as a part of my remarks,
to refer to the fact that in the Sixty-fifth Congress, first session,
82,719 new offices were created, requiring $47,371,231 to pay the
salaries; and in the second session 191,307 new offices were cre-
ated, requiring $110,925428 to defray the expense, making a
grand total for the present Congress of 274,026 new offices cre-
ated, requiring an expenditure of $158,206,659. I venture the
assertion, and I say it deliberately, and I have been corrobo-
rated in it by conversation with members of these volunteer
boards down here—dollar-a-year men, so called—that perhaps
one-half of these offices were needless, and the result of ineffi-
ciency and improvidence.

The air is full of propositions for expenditures, most dise
heartening. Here we pick up the morning paper and observa
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that the Secretary of War is going to send a commission over
to France to take care of the liquidation of—
the £30,000,000,000 war f_l‘om which we are slowl, emerﬁ.n% 4

The adjustment of all claims, both for and against us, which doubtless
will aggregate many millions of dollars, will be considered immediately
and will not be permitted to drag along for years or perhaps gencrations.

That opens up a prospect of expenditure,

Then I note that the Department of Commerce is talking
about spending some $200,000 in connection with trade with
Spain, Italy, and the Balkans; that it is to be energetically
pushed to promote the work of obtaining new fields in which
to sell American goods. Is that comparatively large expendi-
ture, Mr, President, authorized by Congress? Has it been
sanctioned by a favorable report from a committee, after a full
hearing on the subject? No.

We read further in the article that the expenditure is to be
taken care of out of the special fund of President Wilson. Did
Congress vote this special fund to promote trade in Bulgaria
or was it appropriated for the purposes of the war? The Sena-
tor from Utah [Mr. Smoor] has returned to his seat. I should
like to inquire of him, Is there no way of saving us from the
waste of this enormous special fund? Can it not be gotten back
into the Treasury, so that presidential expenditures hereafter
may proceed in an orderly way, under authority of law?

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator that
that question came up before the Appropriations Committee;
and the sentiment of the committee was that, as long as the
fund was appropriated to the President with no limitation
whatever on it, to be spent in any way that he wished, they
felt that it would be a very inopportune time to repeal that
law. The only way in which it can be done is by act of Con-
gress repealing the appropriation that was made for any pur-
pose that he may see fit to use it for.

I will say to the Senator that the Commerce Department is
not the only department of our Government that has received
funds from that sum. I called attention here the other day to
five or six allotments that were made out of that fund, where
the heads of bureaus and divisions came here and asked for
these appropriations and Congress refused to grant the appro-
priations, and they immediately went to the President and the
President gave them whatever they asked for out of the fund
that was given to him, This is only one case. I will say that
I asked for a statement to be made of the amounts that had
been given to the departments, naming the departments and
the amounts that had been given to each of them; but up to
the present time I have received no answer to the request, and
I do not expect to receive any.

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to inquire of the Senator
whether he, or the Committee on Appropriations, of which he
Is the leading minority member, has any information as to how
much of this fund is left, or how it is being spent, or how it
Is intended to be spent?

Mr. SMOOT. No, Mr. President; I do not think any mem-
ber of the committee knows the balance that is in that fand.
I certainly do not.

y f&[{. PENROSE, Has the Senator any idea of how much is
€

Mr, SMOOT. I heard that about four or five months ago
there was some forty-odd million dollars in the fund; but I can
not say how much of that has been expended since then, nor
can I say that that report was correct, because I have never seen
an itemized account of the expenditure of the fund.

Mr. PENROSE. Has the Senator any information as to
whether itemized accounts are kept of these expenditures?

Mr, SMOOT. They must be kept somewhere, but the law
did not require that they should be made publie.

Mr. PENROSE. Could not a committee of Congress have
access to them?

Mr. SMOOT, Not under the law. That would be entirely
with the President. He may give it if he desires, and, if not,
he is not compelled to do so.

Mr, PENROSE. Then I think the sooner Congress passes a
law rendering the secret archives of this enormous fund avail-
able to the commitiees of Congress and to the American people
the better it will be for this Government and for this adminis-
tration, I do not intend to sit idly by and permit $150,000,000
of the people's money to be expended between here and Paris,
and for every kind of unauthorized project such as promoting
trade in Bulgaria, to which I have just referred, or to make
good amounts which Congress deliberately has refused to appro-
priate, without at some time or other having information as to
how every penny has been spent; and I do not entirely agree
with the Senator from Utah. I know he is in the minority on the
committee, but I do not see why this enormous fund, without re-
striction or restraint, should any longer be placed at the disposal
of the President. He simply is a branch of the American Gov-
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ernment, the head of the executive part of our Government,
The war, for all practical purposes, is over, and how any legiti«
mate purpose can be subserved or conserved by an ability,
to squander or spend $40,000,000 or $50,000,000 is beyond my,
comprehension, and, I think, will be utterly beyond the com-
prehension of the average American citizen when he wakes up
and rubs his eyes and realizes what is going on.

Mr. President, I have spoken at greater length than I had
intended. There is no use in my criticizing, at this time, ex=
penditures made under the stress and inspiration of the war,
many of which were needless and improvident; but I intend on
some other day, as opportunity offers and I find time to investi-
gate the different phases of the subject, to show the American
people, on the floor of the Senate, the character of the ill-advised
economic methods under which the war was fought, and the
wastefulness and extravagance of many of the appropriations.

I only want to refer now to the bill to stimulate agriculture,
carrying $11,000,000, largely devoted to the suppression of
coyotes and squirrels. When the war was at our door and the
most heroic efforts were required to float the liberty loans, the
Senate found time, in the midst of the siress and strain and.
agony of the war, fo devote a whole day to the extermination of
coyotes and squirrels, at an expense of some $11,000,000, under
the guidance of the majority party.

The enormous appropriation of $102,500,000 to the food and
fuel production and distribution is water over the dam. I shall
not refer to it further except as a wasteful appropriation, largely,
for bad economic methods, which the historian of the future
will employ to exhibit a high standard of folly on the part of
civilized people.

There is no use in my referring to the $150,000,000 given to the
President for which no accounting has been made, because that
already has been commented upon.

The enormous sum spent by the Shipping Board, $1,806,000,000,
is largely waste. The policy of the Government should have
been to require the building of these ships in existing yards
and to have held contractors rigidly responsible for results
instead of constructing enormous plants, like the Hog Island
Shipyard, under a wasteful cost-plus contract, and demoralizing
the labor market by hiring clerks and mechanics at soaring and
fanciful wages in competition with normally paid labor engaged
in similar occupations right along the Delaware River. The
whole proposition was ill-advised and unjustifiable from an eco-
nomic and business point of view, and entailed, in my opinion,
the wasteful expenditure of a large part of that nearly $2,000,000
appropriation.

I do not know how much has been appropriated for housing, due
to alleged war needs. I notice one item of $£100,000,000. It is a
proposition that never had any merit, except in connection with
certain restricted localities, and yet we have squandered several
hundred millions of dollars in this connection unnecessarily,
and wastefully, and the houses in most cases are now a dead loss
to the Government. Clerks, perchance, could not be erowded
for a few months, even if soldiers were content to sleep in the
trenches and dugouts in France,

In closing, I only want to say that I intend to vote for this
revenue bill. The sentiment in favor of its passage is, in my,
opinion, 60 or 70 per cent lesg than it was two months ago.
That is due largely to the fact that the people have become
alarmed, not to say disgusted, at the wasteful way in which Con-
gress has been spending money, and have thrown up their hands
and said, “ If this kind of thing is going on, why should we make
further sacrifices out of current revenue for taxes or in the way
of subseriptions to liberty loans?” The future seems hopeless,
and I firmly believe that to-day a majority of the taxpayers in
every State in the Union—North, South, East, and West—would
be delighted to see this bill fail. I believe they feel that no reve-
nues can be raised under any bill which will meet the situation
I have so casually sketched out, I am convinced, however, from
my intimate knowledge of the bill, after nearly six montks of
very faithful and painstaking work, not missing, I think, more
than one or two meetings of the committee during that long
period, that the Government needs the money. The bill is de-
fensible as a war measure, and it has 80 many very wise provi-
sions in it for the relief of the taxpayer and for the correction of
inequalities and hardships that I feel I am performing my,
patriotic duty in voting for it. I also feel I should perform
another patriotic duty, and that is to do everything I can in
behalf of economy and retrenchment; but I am rather hopeless
of meeting with much success in these latter activities until
after the 4th of March, {

Mr, THOMAS. Mr. President, I want to express my sincera
gratification over the change that has come over my friend
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PExrose], who, like all past offenders,
has been converted, and converted to the principle of economy
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in public expenditures. I sincerely hope that with his valuable
assistance we shall be able to effect many reductions in public
expenditures which up to now have been impossible. I know
that the Senator, when he advocates a policy, will devote him-
self to it with all his strength and all his mind and all his
heart.

The Senator has deprecated, and very justly, the making of
a number of appropriations which, to say the least of it, might
have been postponed; but I want to warn the Senator that his
present resolution will go barren of accomplishment unless he
stays in Washington and gives his time and attention as
zealously to the cause of economy as he has given it to the
affairs of the Finance Committee. If he does that, he will have
10 change his past course and answer the roll call more fre-
guently.

I have observed during a somewhat short experience in this
Chamber that the Senator from Pennsylvania is always in close
attendance when anything of an important nature is pending
before the Finance Committee, but that his duoties elsewhere—
I presume his duties—are so onerous as to make his absence
felt, and I am afraid felt more keenly hereafter than hereto-
fore if it continues.

This Congress, Mr, President, met on the Tth day of Decem-
ber. If my recollection serves me right, the revenue bill
became active about the 19th day of June. Between the Tth
day of January and the 19th day of June last the Senator an-
swered 20 roll calls and was absent from 102. I think if the
Senator had been here during that period, and had lifted his
voiee against some of these appropriations, they might have
been modified, if, indeed, they could not have been defeated.
Since that time the Senator’s attendance has been very regular,
and he has devoted himself ably and capably to' a consideration
of all the features of the revenue bill.

I think the Senator—beecause he knows the fact—would have
been a little more fair in discussing the matter of extravagance
had he in some way apprised the Senate of the fact that the
introduction of bills carrying appropriations is not a partisan
practice. It is either bipartisan or it is nonpartisan. Perhaps
it is both. A favorite amusement of Congressmen and Sena-
tors on both sides of the pelitical house is the introduction of
bills, of which up to this time more than 30,000 have been in-
troduced and printed, and of which no doubt the great majority
carry some sort of an appropriation. Indeed, I am aware of
the fact that the Senator himself has frequently introduced,
and will continue frequently to introduce, bills, especially for
the inecrease of pensions; and, as the Senator from Utah has
reminded us that it is the little foxes that spoil the vines, it
is these little bills that in their aggregate go Iargely toward
the depletion of the funds in the Treasury. s

The Senator, of course, also knows that the great majorily
of the bills introduced for appropriations never leave com-
mittees. If they did, and were considered favorably, the result
would be that more money would be appropriated every year,
or as much, as the aggregate wealth of the United States
amounts to. I am satisfied that if the Senafor will take all of
the bills introduced by everybody since the commencement of
this Congress, he will discover that the total sum they propose
1o appropriate very largely exceeds the cost of the war.

Merely as a matter of diversion, in no sense by way of
criticism, but merely as showing how universal is this practice
of introducing bills for appropriations, of which even Pharisees
like myself sometimes are guilty, let me call attention to five
bills introduced since the 28th day of January by my disti. .-
guished friend the Senator from Utah [Mr. Saoor], all for
public buildings in his State, and aggregating $215,000. The
Senator has done what all of us do; and I think these bills
for public buildings could be duplicated on the part of a great
many others, perhaps a majority of the Members of both
Houses, if I only had the time to gather them together and
present them in the shape of an indietment against the pre-
dominant party or against the minority party.

Mr., SMOOT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Syt of South Carolina
in the chair). Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the
Senator from Utah?
| Mr. THOMAS. T certainly do.

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to call the Senator's attention to the
five bills which I introduced, with regard to publie buildings in
the State of Utah. If he will notice, they merely carry increases

from a certain amount up to a certain amount, and the increas. .

fror: the appropriations already made and authorized would
not amount to what the Senator has stated. I wish to add that
every increased amount that I asked for in those five bills was
requested by the Treasury Department, and a statement was
attached to the request that the reason for it was that they

could not proceed with the construction of ihe building because’
of the increased cost of building material and the increased
cost of labor; and in order to begin the work they have to have
this increased appropriation.

I simply wanted to say that in fairness to myself.

Mr. THOMAS, Mr. President, I am not criticizing the Sena-
tor. I am simply referring fo the faet that, while we are pretty
black over here, we have not a monopoly of the appropriation
appetite which has ecaused the gorge of the Senator from Penn-
sylvania to rise In disgust. L

Mr. SMOOT. That is true. :

NMr. THOMAS, The Senator from Pennsylvania, when he had
the floor, asked the Senator from Illinois [Mr, Lewis] in a very
definnt way to name a single large appropriation asked for
which the majority had defeated. I think it is fair to ask the
same question of the minority. What single large appropriation
asked for has the minority defeated? I know of a great many
that a solid minority vote would have defeated.

Mr. PENROSE, Mr. President—

Mr. THOMAS. 1 yield.

Mr. PENROSE. How can a minority defeat any appropria-
tion? /

Mr. THOMAS. By staying in their seats. ?

Mr. PENROSE. Does that defeat the appropriation?

Mr. THOMAS. It would tend very largely to defeat the ap- .
propriation. .

Mr. PENROSE. I voted against a large number of them, in-
cluding the famine fund.

Mr. THOMAS. The Senator did, and I give him ecredit for
that. Not only that, but it confirms me in my belief that if
the Senator will diligently attend hereafter he will be able to
help a few of us who are not only in a painful minority, but
painfully unpopular, in the effort to accomplish the same result,

I have here an amendment, offered by my distinguished
friend from New York [Mr. Caroer], intended to be proposed
to the bill making appropriations for the service of the Post
Office Department, which proposes to appropriate the sum of
$6,000,000 for the purpose, of building a very desirable improve-
ment in the shape of a subway under the Hudson River, It is
a good object, and comes from my very good friend, one of the
representatives in this body of the great State of New York.

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President— .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr, THOMAS, I do.

- Mr. CALDER. The Senator commends that propesition:

 does he not?

Mr. THOMAS. Why, I think it is an excellent project, as
are also many of the projects which have been introduced on
both sides. ’ 3

Mr. CALDIIR. Tt is an excellent project.

Mr. THOMAS. I do not condemn them all by wholesale. I
think if we are going to spend public money for anything, that
is one of the best possible things—I mean, for anything that
may be said to be within the purview of a generous spirit on
the part of the Government,.

Mr. CALDER. I am glad to hear the Senator say so.

Mr. THOMAS. Then I have here an amendment, intended
to be proposed by the Senator from Washington [Mr, JoxEs],
calling for $145,000 for the Cape Spencer, Alaska, Light Station;
and for repairs and improvement of light stations in Alaska,
$70,000 more. I have here another one from the Senator from
Washington, introduced on the 31st of January, which pro-
vides that the Secretary of the Interior, through the Reclama-
tion Service, shall investigate and report to Congress upon the
feasibility and advisability of the construction of reclamation
works for the irrigation of what is called “ The Horse Heaven "
section in the State of Washington, in Benton and Klickitat
Counties—that iz a very difficult word to pronounce properly—
and which ealls for a small appropriation for the purpose of
carrying out the provisions of the bill. I also have one here
from the Senator from Minnesota [Mr., NELsox], calling for
an appropriation of $1,500,000 for the erection of a public build-
ing at Duluth, the State if Minnesofa.

These, Mr. President, are just a grab by the way, so to speak.
If I had spent two or three weeks upon the subject, as the Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania has done, I have no doubt I could dupli-
cate in bills introduced by my friends, the members of the Re-
publican Party, every bill ihat he has mentioned and eriticized
as emanating from the majority.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr, President——

Mr, THOMAS. I yield to the Senator from Washington with
pleasure,

Mr. JONES of Washington. I wish to call the Senator's at-
tention to one gnendment which I introduced, and which I
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intend to press as vigorously as I possibly can, proposing to
agpr‘n{priate $50,000,000 for carry lng on reclamation projects in
the W

Mr. THOMAS. There we see the honest confession of an
honest man. The Senator from Pennsylvania should also have
heen just enough to have stated what I think he must know,
that the $50,000,000 appropriation, designed for the purpose of
securing needed valuable and unusual minerals during the war,
will not be expended at all except in so far as the amount which
may be necessary to reimburse those who, upon the strength of
it, have incurred expenditures and obligations which the Gov-
ernment is at least morally bound to recognize,

Mr. President, on thizs matter of extravagance, there is no
reason why the pot should call the kettle black. Democrats
have been extravagant. - Republicans have been extravagant.
In voting these appropriation bills I have not observed any
party spirit whatever. A few have been disposed, at times at
least, to register their votes in the negative, but I do not know
of any appropriation which has been intended for general ex-
penditure that has not received generous and hearty support
on both sides of the Chamber,

Now, just a word and I will yield the floor. We have been
informed, and I have made the prediction myself several times—
the nonoccurrence of things predicted emphasizes the fact
that I am not a prophet nor the son of a prophet—that the
people would soon rise and smite us in their wrath. I wish
they would. But the trouble is that the people’s appetite for

Uncle Sam’s money is as universal as is our habit of giving it to,

ithem. They demand more than we do give them. I do not
know of a crossroads in the United States that is not clamoring
for money for a public building. I do not know of a State in
the Union that was not hungry for the $200,000,000 we appro-
priated the other day. I do not know of a State in the Union
having a stream too wide for a man to run and jump over that
does not want an appropriation from the public money to be
expended in order to make that stream navigable.

The difficulty is with the people in the final analysis of this
subject. When they really do demand economy and demand it

in such way as to impress their Representatives and Senators,

they will get it. They will never get it until they do, and not

then unless a budget system is adopted whereby the estimates

and the appropriations may go together, when Members of

the Senate and House shall be deprived of their present privi-

lege of offering bills earrying appropriations of large sums,
AMr. SMOOT obtained the floor.

I AMENDMENT OF THE RULES.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Out of order, I ask permission
to give notice of an amendment I intend to propose to the rules.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MCI\ELI.AR in the chair).
Without objection, the Secretary will read the notice.
| The Secretary read as follows:

Notice is hereby given that after one day from the presentation of
this notice I shall introduce the following amendment to Rule XXV,
relating to the standing committees of the Senate:

Resolved, That Rule XXV of the Standing Rules of the SBenate be,
and the same is bhereby, amended by adding thereto the following:
* Provided, That with the beginning of the Bixty-sixth Congress no
standing committee of the Senate shall consist of more than 17
members.”

Mr. JONES of Washington. I understand the Senator from
Utah [Mr, Saoot] is going to proceed to discuss the conference
report. I think we should have a larger attendance, and I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

.Mr. KING. Before the Senator does that, let me ask him if
lhe intends to press the motion of which he has just given
notice?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; I am going to do so the
next day. I have to give one day's notice, and then it will go
to the Committee on Rules.

AMr. KING. Does the Senator expect to ask this action during
the life of the present Congress?

Mr, JONES of Washington., Yes.

Mr. KING. I think, in view of the fact that the Senator's
- party expects to have cmltlol of the Senate at the next session,
he had better pretermit consideration now and postpone consid-
eration until that time.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I will say to the Senator I
violate no confidence when I state that the Republican confer-
ence expressed a preference for it, and I understand it will
receive favorable action by the Committee on Rules in a day
or two.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED,

H. R.15339. An act making appropriations for the naval
serviee for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and for other
purposes, was read twice by its title and referred’ to the Com-
mittee on Navai Affairs, -

CALLING OF THE ROLL. ) i
Mr. JONES of Washington. I suggest the absence of a quo—
rum,
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll,
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an—
swered to their names:

Bankhead Johnson, Cal. Moses Smith, Ariz.
Deckham Johnson, 8, Dak. Myers Smith, Ga.
Borah Jones, N, Mex, New Smith, Mich,
Calder Jones, Wash, Nugent Smith, 8, C.
Chamberlain Kellogg Page Smoot
Colt Kenyon Penrose Spencer
Cummins Kin, Pittman Sutherland
Curtis Kir Fy Pomerene Swanson
Fernald La Follette Ransdell Thomas
Fletcher Lenroot Saulsbury Trammell
Frelinghuxsen Lodge Shafroth Warren
Gay MeCumber Sheppard Weeks 0
Gore McKellar Sherman
Henderson Martin, Va. Simmons

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I desire to announce that the
senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr, Smerps] is absent on
account of illness. y

Mr. KIRBY. I wish to announce that the senior Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. RoBixsox], the Senator from Minnesota [Mr.
NELsox], and the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN]
are detained on official business. I desire also to announce
that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. UxpErwoon] is necessarily
absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-four Senators have an-
swered to their names. There is a quorum present.

SECOND DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT.

Mr, MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, the Senator in
charge of the revenue bill has kindly agreed to yield to me
for a few moments to enable me to present the conference report.
on the second deficiency appropriation bill,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah has
the floor. Does the Senator from Utah yield to the Senator from
Yirginia?

Mr, SMOOT. I yield.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I am sure it will take only a
moment. I submit the following report.

The conference report was read, as follows:

1

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R,
15140) “making appropriations to supply deficiencies in appro-
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, and prior

fiscal years, and for other purposes,” having met, after full

and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom-
mend to their respective Houses as follows:

ﬁhat the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2
and 4.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 3, 5, 6, and 7, and agree to the
same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out by,
said amendment, amended as follows: On page 3 of the bill, In
line 4, strike out “ $12,000 " and insert in lieu thereof * $6,000 " ;
and the Senate agree to the same,

- TroMmAS S, MARTIN,
0. W. UNDERWOOD,
F. E. WARREN,
Managers on the part of the Senate. .

SWAGAR SHERLEY,
JouxN J. EAcAN,
J. G. CANNON,
Muanagers on the part of the House.
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is ou agreeing io
the report.

Mr, SMOOT. I wish to ask the Senator what are amendments
numbered 2 and 47 I have not the bill before me.

AMr. MARTIN of Virginia. The House made an appropriation
of $9,000 of the appropriation of $25,000 for carrying on in the
District of Columbia the work of the commission in France, as
provided in the deficiency appropriation act of July 8, 1918.
The Senate cut down the appropriation to $5,000, but we yielded
to the House conferees. They insisted that it does not increase
the appropriation and simply authorizes the expenditure of
$9,000 in the District of Columbia instead of in France.

Mr. SMOOT. In other words, we give the full §9,000 in-
stead of $£5,000.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia.

That is right. The Senate con-
ferees yielded, g
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o Mr. SMOOT. What is amendment numbered 47

Mr, MARTIN of Virginia. Amendment numbered 4 struck
out the apprepriation of $23,000 made by the Touse for the
purchase of boxes, book rests, e¢hairs, and so forth, in the
Treasury Department. The Senate struck that out.

Mr, SMOOT. And the Semate conferees yielded?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The Senate conferees yielded.

Mr, BMOOT. Was there any additional reason given to the
conferees why that should be done?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. They have only $100 available for
this purpese. The Seeretary of the Treasury stated that that
was absolutely inadegquate, and weuld leave him very much
embarrassed.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator is conwinced that the appropria-
tion ought to remain.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia.. Yes; I am convinced of it.

Alr. SMOOT. I have no objection to the report.

The report was agreed to.

BIRTHDAY OF ABRAITAM LINCOLKN.

Mr. JOHNSON of Oalifornia. Mr. President, on this partic-
ular day, fraught with such memories to the American people,
it seems to me that something has been forgotten. I recognize
that in these modern thmnes pure Americanism may not be
wholly so popular as once it was, but lest we forget, Mr. Presi-
dent, I want to read a very brief address delivered November
190, 1863:

“ Fourscore and seven years ago our fathers brought forth

on this continent a new Nation, conceived in liberty and dedi-
cated to the proposition that all men are created equal.
. “Now we are engaged in a great civil war, testing whether
that Nation, or any nation so conceived and so dedicated, can
long endure. We are mef on a great battle field of that war. |
We have come to dedicate a portion of that field as a final rest-
ing place for those whe here gave their lives that that Nation |
might live, It is altegether fitting and proper that we should do
this.

“PBut, in a larger sense, we can not dedieate, we can not
consecrete, we ¢an not hallow this ground. The brave inen,
living and dead, who strunggled here have consecrafed if far
above our poor power to add or detract. The world will little
note nor long remember what we say here, but it ean never
forget svhat they did here. It is for us, the living, rather to be
dedicated here to the unfinished work which they who fonght
here have thus far so nobly advanced. It is rather for us to be
bere dedicated to the great task remaining before us—that from
these honored dead we take increased devotion te that cause
for which they gave the last full measure of devotion; that we
here highly resolve that these dead shall not have «ied in
vain; that this Nation, under God, shall have a new birth of
treedom and that government of the people, by the people, for
mepeopleslmll not perish from the earth,

Mr. President, as a mark of respect to the memory of the
‘American, Abraham Lincoln, I move that the Senate adjourn.

Mr. LEWIS, May I ask the Senator from California to
withhold the motion that I may address the Senate for a mo-
ment on the subject?

Mr. JOHNSON of California.
Illinois.

Mr. LEWIS, My, President, it was my intention te address
the SBenate for a moment upon this sacred theme, but since
the able Senater from California has appropriately tendered
ihe immortal address of Lincoln at Gettysburg, I ask the Sen-
ate to indulge me for but 2 moment while I tender a tribute of
a word, which I will do tersely, taking ne more time than the
conditions of legislation will justify.

Mr. President, if the angels bore messages to the sanctified
spirits in bheaven, the sacred conriers would bear to Abraham
Lincoln the tidings that on this hirthday the world paid the
tribute of thanks to God that Lincoln lived and taught. The
celestial realms this hour ring with peans that the gospel of
Christ for the saving the seuls of men for God; and the gospel
of Lincoln for the saving the lives of men for liberty of life, at
dast falfill the Seripture. These are “ gospel to all men " and are |
* preached throughout the world.,” This day the ambassadors of
peace to man and regeneration of worlds who sit in Paris are
met in the name of Lincoln. In the name of his prayer they
pelition the Father of Justice to administer to men the liberty
taught by Lincoln, Wherever men gather to preach to the text
of freedom they speak in the name of Lineoln. Wherever nations |
are assembled to enforee right among men and justice to elvili-
zation they dedicate their petition in the spirit of Lincoln.

A, President, for 50 years the great revolutions and reforms
have marched under the banner of Lincoln’s declarations against.

I yield to the Senator from

wrongs, Iivery bugle blast ealling the children of men to arise i

an strike for freedom from corruption from within and oppres-
sion from without, trumpets in Lincoln’s name. ¥rom the United
States the example that Mfted men to action and inspired na-
tions to immortal deeds were born of the urge of Linceln en
the spirit of life. The emancipation of the blacks by Linceln
to equality of liberty, the call of Roosevelt for integrity of
character in public office, and the ery of Wilson for the end of
tyranny through all the earth is but the prayer of Lineoln voiced
by the patriots of the American Republic, All now march as
the eonquering crusader over the world gathering converts of
kings and slaves until all the world prejoices in the saving grace
that God has given mankind threugh the works of Lincoln,
Roosevelt, and Wilson. All speak the creed of Christ, de the
will of God in the regeneration of mnan to liberty and brother-
hood through the undying deeds of the imperishable Lincoln.

As one of the Benaters, a representative of Tllinois, Mr, Presi-
dent, I delight to be privileged to pay this tribute te the distin-
ga:lshed patriot of my Staie—this immertal statesman of my
countr,

Mr. JGHIN SON of California rose,

Mr. SMOOT. Just a moment, if (he Senater from California
will yield. It will be impessible for me to speak on this day
after listening to the reading of the Senator from California
[Mr. Joaxson] of the most wonderful speech that was ever
delivered by mertal man and by the greatest American, living
or dead. Therefore I am perfectly willing to forego at this time
what I had to say. :

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, I renew my
motion that the Senate do new adjourn out of respect to the
memory of the great American, Abraham Lineoln.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o'clock p. m.) the Sen-
ate adjourned until to»morrow, ‘Thursday, Feébruary 13, 1019, at
12 o'clock meridian,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Weoxesoay, February 12, 1919.

The House met at 11 o'clock a, m.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

‘Our Father in heaven, ever working in and through Thy chil-
dren for the betterment of mankind. Many are called but few
are chosen, since few are willing to meet the crucial test, the
heroie, the sublime sacrifice. To be great is to be humble. Teo
follow the path of duty is to be brave, noble.

We 1ift up onr hearts to Thee, on this natal day, for the life,
character, and public service of Abraham Lincoln—the greatest
miracle of modern times.

Born in poverty, reared in penury, with little opportunity for
even a primary education, yet by dint of his own efforts he be-
came the greatest among the great. The truths he uttered, the
message he brought in his faultless rhetoric and logic live and
will live through all time.

He belongs to the ages. May we cherish his memory, emulate
his wirtues, tell his story round the fireside, in our schools,
churches, and in all public places to coming generations; to the
honor and glory of Thy holy name. Amen.

‘The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.

LINCOLX'S GETTYSBURG ADBRESS,

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, the gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. Rusry] is recognized to read Lincoln's
Gettysburg address. {Applause.]

Mr. RUBEY (reading)—

“ Fourseore and seven years ago our fathers brought forth en
this continent a new Nation, conceived in liberty and dedicated
to the proposition that all men are ereated equal.

“Now we are engaged in a great civil war, testing whether
that Nation, or any nation se conceived and so dedieated, can
long endure. We are met on a great battle field of that war,
We lLave come to dedicate a portion of that field as a final resi-
ing place for these who here gave their lives that that Natlon
might live. It is altogether fitting and proper that we should
do this.

“ But, in a larger sense, we can not dedicate, we can not cen-
secrate, we can nef hallow this ground. The brave men, living
and dead, whe struggled here have conseerated it far abeve our
poor power to add or detract. The world will little note nor
long remember what we say here, but it can never forget what
they did here. It is for us, the living, rather te be dedicated
hLere to the unfinishied work which they who fought here have
thus far se nobly advanced. It is rather for us to be here dedi-
cated te the great task remaining before us—that from these
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honored dead we take increased devotion to that eause for which
they gave the last full measure of devotion; that we here highly
resolve that these dead shall not have died in vain; that this
Nation, under God, shall have a new birth of freedom ; and that
government of the people, by the people, for the people shall not
perish from the earth.”

[Applause.]

The SPEAKER. By order of the House the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. FrLLEr] is recognized for 15 minutes.

Mr, FULLER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the
House of Representatives, it is well that we should pause for a
brief moment from the strenuous duties of this session to recall
something of the life and services of that greatest of Americans,
Abraham Lincoln, His life, his character, his greatness is more
apparent and grows brighter and brighter as the years come and
go. To honor him and his memory is but to honor ourselves,
To follow his precepts and his example is to glorify our country
and its institutions. As we listened to the reading of that
wonderful Gettysburg Address, we could realize how the very
soul of a great man and of a great people could be expressed in
few words—but words that grip the heart of a Nation. The

" great oration of Everett on that oceasion was received by the
multitude with tumultuous cheers and applause, but his words
are forgotten. Lincoln's brief address, following that oration,
was received in silence—silence and awe, as profound as though
the great andience had listened to a voice from another world;
and the words of that address live to-day, and will live forever,
as the expression of the hopes, the wishes, the ideals of the
Jdovers of freedom and free government the world over. As
Lincoln then said, “ Let us here highly resolve, * * * that
government of the people, by the people, for the people shall not
.perish from the earth.” We should here cherish that sentiment
to-day and give to it its full meaning and expression. Abraham
Lincoln represented that sentiment in all his life and all his
jpublic service. His greatness of mind and heart was not de-
|ri\-ed from modern eduecation or from schools and colleges. It
Iwas from the very soil from which he sprang. He did not look
over the people's heads. He sympathized with them in all their
]thoughts, their ideals, and their aspirations. He was of the
people and for the people, and therein lay his greatness of soul
* tand thought and action. In his sympathy with and love for the
ipeople, his kindness of heart, he came as near to the divine ex-
‘ample of the Man of Nazareth as any other man who has made
‘an impression on the history of the world. Coupled with his
great heart the Almighty gave him also great intellect, that he
‘might in the good providence of God lead a free people to higher
and better things. Much may be found in the record of his life
and teachings that we may well consider now in connection with
the tremendous problems that confront this Nation and the
world.

I recall one thing he often said. It was this: * Teach and
practice economy ; that is one of the first and highest virtues, It
begins with saving money.” I commend that advice to the
majority in this Congress, and to the present administration, as
being worthy of thoughtful and even prayerful consideration. I
apprehend that the people of this country will soon be heard in
very earnest commendation of this advice of Abraham Lincoln,

Gen. Richard J. Oglesby, of Illinois, then a young man, but
afterwards a Senator of the United States and three times
governor of Illinois, was on the most intimate terms with
President Lincoln during his term of office, I have often heard
Gen. Oglesby repeat the advice which Lincoln gave him, which
was, “ Keep close to the people, Dick, keep close to the people,
and they will never mislead you.” It was good advice to
follow. Too many in this day of men in high positions look
over the heads of the people and fail to appreciate the ultimate
fact that all power rests with the people and that “ the voice of
the people is the voice of God.”

We have just emerged from a great world war, another demon-
stration of the eternal conflict that has been waged for ages he-
tween autocratic power and the right of the people to govern
themselves, Again in the good providence of God the people have
won in the contest, but let us not forget that it is the vietory
of the people and not of any man or any set of men or of any
cligne or clan; and what the people have won in this last
great conflict they will at every cost maintain and perpetuate,
The brave boys of America who have been fighting the battles
of humanity are coming home, some of them in health and
strength, thank God, and others with cruel wounds as evidence
of what the conflict has cost them. Let us now remember
Lincoln’s words: “With malice toward none, with charity
for all, with firmness in the right as God gives us to see the
right, let us strive to go on to finish the work we are in, to bind
up the Nation’s wounds, to care for him who shall have borne

the battle, and for his widow and his orphan, to do all which I
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may achieve and cherish a just and lasting peace among our-
selves and with all nations.” [Applause.] \

To us mortals the ways of the Almighty are ofttimes inserut-
able, but I believe that his guiding hand has ever been over
this Nation, and that, as Lincoln quoted, * The judgmenis of
the Lord are true and righteous altogether.” The great emanci-
pator’s work was done and God called him for his own, using
the cruel hand of the assassin for the purpose. As Lincoln's
life was ebbing away in the early hours of the morning in that
little chamber on Tenth Street, in this city, the anxious watchers
at the bedside stood with bated breath until that loving heart
ceased to beat, when the great Secretary of War, Edwin M.
Stanton, tenderly crossed the hands upon the lifeless breast
as in awestruck tones he said, “ He belongs to the ages.” And
so Abraham Lincoln sleeps to-day in the capital city of the
State from which he came, and there thousands of freedom-
loving pilgrims come, and will come for generations in the
future, to pay tribute to the name of one of the world's im=
mortals,

Illinois is justly proud of the immortal names that illumine
its history all down through the hundred years of its statehood
in this Union.

Not without thy wondrous story,
Illinois, Illinois,
writ the Nation's glory,
Illinois, Illinois;
On the record of thy years
' Abraham Lincoln's name appears,

Grant and Logan and our tears
1llinois, Illinois. g

Can

[Applause.]
MESSACE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, its enrolling
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed the bill, (8. 83),
to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to certify certain
findings of fact, and for other purposes, In which the concur-
rence of the House of Representatives was requested, »

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. i€

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a
change of reference of the bill 8. 3392, from the Committee on
the Public Lands to the Committee on Trrigation, g

The SPEAKER. What is it?

Mr. EVANS. It is a reclamation project and clearly belongs
to the Irrigation Committee.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana asks unani-
mous consent to a change of reference for the bill S. 3392, from
the Committee on the Public Lands to the Committee on Trri-
gation. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

SECOND DEFICIENCY BILL,

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report
on the second deficiency bill.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read the conference report and statement, as fol-
lows:

CONFERENCE REPORT (X0, 1038).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
15140) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in appro-
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, and prior fiscal
years, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend fo
their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2
and 4.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 3, 5, 6, and 7, and agree to the
same,

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the
matter stricken out by said amendment, amended as follows:
On page 3 of the bill, in line 4, strike out *$12,000” and insert
in lien thereof “ $6,000"; and the Senate agree to the same,

SWAGAR SIIBRLEY,

Joun J. BEacaw,

J. G. CANNON,
Alanagers on the part of the House.

Toonmas 8. MARTIN,

G, W. USNDERWOOD,

F. E. \WARREN,
Managers on the part of the Senate,
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STATEMERNT.

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15140) making appropriations to
supply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1919, and prior fiscal years, and for other purposes,
submit the following written statement in explanation of the
effect of the action agreed upon by the conference committee
and submitted in the accompanying conference report as to
each of said amendments, namely :

On No. 1: Appropriates $6,000 as proposed by the Senate, in-
stead of $12,000 as proposed by the House, for expenses of com-
wunity formups and civie centers in publie-school buildings in
the District of Columbia.

On No. 2: Authorizes the use in the District of Columbia of
£9,000 as proposed by the House, instead of §5,000 as proposed
by the Senate, of the appropriation for carrying on the work
of the Kmployees’ Compensation Commission in France.

On No. 3: Strikes out, as proposed by the Senate, the para-
graph providing for the occupancy of the Navy Department
annex by the Auditor for the War Department.

On No. 4: Appropriates £23,000, as proposed by the House,
for furniture and other office equipment for the Treasury De-
partment.

On No. 5: Appropriates $5,000,000 as proposed by the Senate,
instead of $4,000,000 as proposed by the House, for temporary
employees of the War Department,

On No. 6: Provides for the restoration to their former posi-
tions of all former Governmment employees who have been
drafted or enlisted in the military service, in the manner as
‘proposed by the Senate, instead of in the manner proposed by
'the House.

On No. 7: Appropriates $2,614.84 for rent of buildings for
the Navy Department, as proposed by the Senafe, instead of
$2,570.84 as proposed by the House.

SWAGAR SHERLEY,

Joax J. Eacax,

J. G, CANXoxN,
Managers on the part of the House.

. Mr. SHERLEY. Mpr. Speaker, the statement deals with the
seven amendments that were in conference, but it is in error
in a slight degree as to amendment No. 1. The Senate struck
out the provision put in in the House for $12,000 as a deficiency
for community forums and civic centers. In conference there
.was an agreement for the restoration of the provision, but appro-
priating only $6,000. The statement makes it appear that the
'Senate had originally suggested $6,000.

In regard to the two other amendments of any magnitude, one
increases the appropriation from four to five million dollars in
connection with temporary clerks for the War Department.
iWhen before the House Committee on Appropriations they asked
Tor $6,000,000. We gave them $4,000,000, They insisted hefore
jthe Senate that they needed the $6,000,000, but the Senate
Aagreed to allow them $5,000,000. I do not think anybody can
tell with any degree of accuracy just the amount that is needed,
Jbut their representations were so pronounced that even the
$6,000,000 that they asked for would supply them with hardly
suflicient clerks, and in view of the action of the Senate in the
jreconsideration of the action of the House allowing four mil-
Jions, the conferces acquiesced in the amendment allowing five
millions.

The other amendment which is of importance is one in rela-
tion to the restoration of soldiers to positions that they held
prior to their entering into the Army and giving them prefer-
cence over civilian employees, provided they are qualified to do
the work. The change made by the Senate was to strike out
the House provision, which was a limitation on the expenditure
{of the fund, and by identical language as a separate provi-
sion to make it a substantive law, applying generally. The
jHouse conferees, believing that that was in accordance with the
¥iew of the House, as expressed in its limitation, agreed to the
proposal of the Senate.

v Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

{ Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly.

* Mr. MANN. I do not remember exactly the form of the
amendment. I think there has heen an amendment agreed to
of that character upon several different bills, one on the defi-
ciency bill, one on the census bill, and T am not sure but there
was one on the legislative bill.

Mr. GARNER. There was.

Mr. MANN. I am very anxious that we should not get our
wires crossed and put a provision in the census bill which will
be in conflict with the provision in the deficiency bill, both of
which may possibly be in conflict with some provision in some
other bill, not to mention a bill that is now pending, reported

from one of the committees, covering the whole subject. I
thought the whole thing was covered in the census bill amend-
ment that was agreed to.

Mr. SHERLEY, Mr, Speaker, I agree thoroughly with the
gentleman as to the desirability of having one enactment rather
than a number that may be in conflict, and for that reason I
questioned the wisdom of placing it in the form of a limitation
upon this bill when the matter was pending in the House.

Mr. MANN. At that time the census bill had not heen
agreed to. ,

Mr. SHERLEY. No; but a similar provision had been put on
the legislative bill. It is my understanding that the Committee
on Appropriations of the Senate, in dealing with the legislative
bill, have put into it the exact amendment that they are putting
here in the deficieney bill, and in order that ihe REcoRp may,
show just what they have put in and what the House conferees
agreed to, I shall read it, with the hope that those who are con-
Terees on these other bills will see to it that the action that is
taken, if any, shall be in accordance and not in conflict with this
provision. The provision as it now exists reads as follows:

That all former Government employees who bave been drafted or
enlisted in the military service of the United States in the war with
Giermany shall be reinstated on application to thelr former positions, if

they have received an honorable discharge and are qualified to perform
the doties of the position,

Mr, MANN. T think that is not in conflict with the provision
in the census bill. This is applicable only to reinstatements?

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes. 3

Mr, MANN. The census bill provides in reference to original
appointments all through the service.

Mr. GARNER. Giving the preference under the civil service?

Mr. MANN. Yes.

Mr. SHERLEY. The effect of this was simply to take it from
the form of a limitation as it passed the House and put it into
the form of substantive law, and, therefore, the House conferees
felt they were but obeying the wishes of the House in agreeing
to the Senate amendment,

Mr, LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? :

Mr., SHERLEY. Yes,

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, referring to the appropriation
for the naval training station at the Great Lakes, the Bureau
of Navigation has issued an order that all students at such
institutions shall be discharged upon their own application. I
find that that station and other similar places do not seem
to grasp that order. I do not suppose the gentleman ean, but I
wonder if he might be able to tell us whether it is the intention
of such places to obey this order or to continue to do as they
darn please,

Mr. SHERLEY, Mr. Speaker, I assume that it is the infen-
tion of every department affected to obey the order. I have no
personal knowledge touching the particular matter to which the
gentleman refers.

Mr. Speaker, just one word more. The Senate did not affect
the bill as it passed the House in any of its major particulars,
It still repeals the appropriations and authorizations in the
amount it did when it passed the House, and I again express the
hope that the action of Congress taken in this pronounced way,
may result, as I believe it will, in the curtailment of unnecessary,
expenses and will be the medium of saving to the country
nmoneys in very, very large sums,

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? i

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes,

Mr. WALSH. I desire to ask the gentleman, with reference
to one of the minor amendments, amendiment No. 7, referring
to the rental of additional quarters for the Navy Depart-
ment. The Senate strikes out the amount $2,570.84 and inserts
the amount $2,614.84.

Mr, SHERLEY. That was a deficiency, and the amendment
is simply to correct an error in amount. As the gentleman sees,
it amounts to something under $100.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the con-
ference report.

The conference report was agreed to.

ARMY APPROFRIATION BILL.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R,
15835) making appropriations for the support of the Army for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the Army appropriation bill, with Mr. SAUNDERS
of Virginia in the chair.

The Clerk reported the title of the bill,
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Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, T find one or two typographieal Mr. LAZARO, Will the gentleman yield for a question right
errors or omissions in the report, but I think they are self- | at that point? . '
explanatory. As stated in the report, the department submitted Mr. DENT.. Yes, sir.

estimates when Congress reassembled on the first Monday in
December which they afterwards requested should not be con-
sidered, because the estimntes ns then submitted were purely
tentative, and asked for further time in which to make com-
plete and final estimates. The committee waited for those
estimates until the middle of January, when we finally received
from the department their final estimates. Immediately upon
the receipt of these complete estimates the committee proceeded
to sit morning and afterncon and sometimes at night in order
to complete this bill as early as possible.

As chairman of the committee I wish fo say that I have had
the full and eomplete cooperation of the members of the com-
mittee on beth sides of the Ifouse in endeavoring to work eut
a bill as rapidly as possible, and I am glad o say that the
commiftee comes before the House with a bill as to which
sve are in practical agreement. There may be one or {wo items
of legislation in it about which there is some little difference
of opinion, but in the main the committee has reported the bill
unanimously.

Let me state to the committee in a general way. the purpose
of the Military Committee in drafting this legislation, The
armistice having been declared on the 11th of November, 1018,
and Congress having convened only a short time afterwards,
necessarily the permanent pelicy of the War Department and
the permanent military policy of Congress was undetermined.
The result was that the committee finally reached the conclu-
sion that the only thing that could be dene at this session of
Congress was to fix a limitation upon the size of the Army to
be appropriated for the next fiscal year, with ihe express
understanding that this is not to be considered the permanent
military policy of the country.

The War Department, in cousidering the gquestion as to how
long it would probably take to demobilize the Army, recom-
mended that there should be an appropriation for an Army of
an average size during the next fiscal year of 28,579 officers
and something like 509,000 enlisted men.

Mr, GARNER. Would it interrupt the gentleman if I should
ask him a question? .

Mr. DENT. Not at all.

Mr. GARNER. The next fiscal year begins July 1, 1910,

and ends July 1, 1920, and this bill, if I understand it, appro- .

priates money te carry an average army in this country, not
counting what is in France, of about 537,000 men and officers.
Does the War Department think you are going to have an
average of that many men in the service from July 1, 1919, to
July 1, 19207

Mr. DENT. Well, T do not know that the gentleman catches
exactly the idea I was undertaking to convey. This does not
indicate what is to be the strength of the Army at all, but it
menns simply this, that on the 1st day of July of this year, for
instanee, we may have 1,200,000 men in the Army, whereas on

the 1st day of next May or next June we may have only 200.000‘

men.

Mr, GARNER. Does the gentleman mean in the United
States—within the boundaries of the United States?

Mr. DENT, In the entire service.

Mr. GARNER. Does this bill provide for the payment of
troops in France?

Mr. DENT. Certainly; it provides for troops wherever they
are.

Mr. GARNER. That is what I was trying to get the gentle-
man's attention directed to. This bill provides, then, for the
payment of troops in France for the next fiscal year. Is there
any money for the next fiseal year by which troops can be paid
outside of this? .

Mr, DENT. No; there is not. Of conrse, if there are troops
in France, this bill will provide for the payment of those troops.
Whether there will be any troops in France or not or how many
I do not know.

- Mr. GARNER. If there are no troops in France on the 1st
day of July, 1919, it is inconceivable to me that you would have
1,200,000 men on that day.

Mr, DENT. There are bound to be some troops in France
on the 1st day of July of this yenr. The committee was in-
. formed by the War Department and the testimony before the

«committee was that by February the department hoped to
begin to return troops at the rate of 200,000 a month; that by
March they hoped the monthly return of troops would reach
250,000 ; so that if you figure on 200,000 in February, this month,
and 250,000 in March it will be impossible for us to bring back
2,000,000 men who aredin France between now and the 1st day
of July:

Mr. LAZARO. Can the gentleman tell the committee how
many men there were in the service when the armistice was
signed and how many men have been brought back since the
armistice was signed up to date, as near as possible?

Mr. STAFFORD. We can not hear the gentleman,

Mr, KAHN. If the gentleman will permit—

Mr. LAZARO. I asked the genfleman if he could tell the
committee how many men were in the service en the day the
armistice was signed and how many men have been brought back
since the armistice was signed?

Mr, YOUNG of Texas. In Europe?

Mr. LAZARO. Certainly, in Europe.

Mr. DENT. T am geing to put these figures in the REcomp,

Alr, KAHN. If my colleague will allow me, Secretary Baker
published a statement in the Review of Reviews for this month
in which he said fhere were 2,002,000 and some odd men that
had crossed to the other side and were over in F'rance, or Bel-
gium, or Germany, or Russia, and that there had been about
g million six hundred and some odd thousand left in the United

tates.

Mr. DENT. We had in round numbers on the day the armis-
tice was signed something like 8,700,000 men in the Army,

Mr. LAZARO. On the other side?

Mr. DENT. No, in all. The latest figures I have as to the
number that have been actually returned since the signing of
the armistice is something Iike 175,000. I am going to put in
the Recorp figures furnished me only this morning.

Mr. LAZARO. The question was asked for information,

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania., Mr, Chairman, we could net
hear the reply of the gentleman to the question of the gentle-
man from Louisiana,

Mr. DENT. I sald in round numbers we had in the military
service something like 3,700,000 men when the armistice was
signed and the latest figures that I have had of the number that
have been returned up to date is about 175,000,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, There is just this difference
in the statement made by the gentleman from Alabama and
that made by the gentleman from California: The gentleman
from California says that Secretary Baker in an article in a
publication known as the Review of Reviews, which we may
or may not see, has said that there were 2,002,000 men on the
other side of the water, Now, if there are 2,002,000 men over
there in France, in Germany, in Belgium, and in Russia, as the
gentleman from California indicates, how many men have been
brought back of those 2,002,000 men?

Mr. DENT. I said the latest figures I have been able to get
were about 175,000 in round numbers.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. A hundred and sevenf(y-five
thousand out of a total of 2,002,000%

Mr. DENT. The figures as given to me are just a little over
2,000,000 men in I'rance, enlisted men ; a little less than 2,000,000
enlisted men, and with the officers making a little over 2,000,000,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, Can the gentleman state
whether the Secretary of War has given Congress or the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs any snch figures as he has given to
ithe Review of Reviews, as quoted by the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr, Kaux]?

Mr. DENT. That is substantially right; yes.

Mr, MOORE of Peunsylvania. And the fact is that, theugh
the families of the soldiers in the United States arve worrying
about the return of the soldiers, and the soldiers themselyves are
anxious to gel home, feeling that their work is done, many of
them suffering and more of them dying in France, Belgium, Ger-
many, and Russia, we have brought baek up to the present time,
since the signing of the armistice, from the 2,002,000 men over
there, only 175,000 men?

Mr. DEXT. That is substantially so.

Mr, MOORE of I'ennsylvania. That accounts very largely
for the fearful expense bills that we are obliged to incur and
that this Congress and the people of the United States must
pay in the way of taxation,

Mr. GARNER. Can the gentleman tell us the reason why
ihere has not been wore than 175,000 men brought back?

Mr. DENT. The reason they give is beenuse they can not
get the transportation facilitics.

Mr. GARNER. Does the War Departient give that reason?

Mr. DENT. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. Do they undertake te convey the idea 1hat
just as fast as transportation ecan be furnished they will he
brought back?

Mr. DENT. Yes; and giving preference to the wounded
soldiers,
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Mr. GARNER. Let me ask the gentleman this question. I
notice in the press reports that our fleet has just gone down to
the southern waters to maneuver. Could not those vessels be
used to bring troops back from France?

- Mr. DENT. I can pot answer that question. The gentleman
knows as much about that as I do.

Mr. GARNER. Where could we get that information?

Mr. FIELDS. Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. DENT. Yes.

Mr. FIELDS. In addition to what the gentleman has said
about the 175,000 men that have been returned, the Secretary
of War stated that they first return the wounded, which require
more space and more time to handle, and after getting the
wounded soldiers back they would, of course, increase the num-
bers that could be brought back, because they could bring more
men in the same space and it would take less time to handle
them.

Mr. GARNER. Maybe the gentleman can give we the infor-
mation. Does the gentleman know just why these vessels—the
15 that are going down to maneuver for several weeks—could
not be used to bring the troops back?

Mr. FIELDS. I do not know why.

Mr. LAZARO. I wanted to ask a question for information.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman from Louisi-
ana will yleld to me just a minute, I wanted to ask the gentle-
man from Alabama if he knows anything about the truth of the
statement that the steamship George Washington, which fook
the President over, came back with space and sleeping accom-
modations for a thousand men vacant?

Mr. DENT. No; I do not know anything about that.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gen-
tleman may be permitted to make his statement consecuth ely
and without interruption.

Mr. LAZARO. Can the gentleman tell the committee if they
agreed on the number of the army of occupation—that is, from
our standpoint—how many men we are supposed to furnish
there until the peace treaty is signed; and, second, whether our
allies are helping us in bringing our boys back home?

Mr. DENT. In answer fo the first question of the gentle-
man, I stated, I thought, right at the outset that this entire
program as recommended by the committee is purely a tem-
porary proposition, and there is absolutely no understanding as
to the size of the army of occupation that is fo remain in Eu-
rope; and I am informed that the British are helping us in
bringing our troops back.
| Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman yield?

{ Mr. DENT. Yes.

Mr, JONES. I notice under the legislative provision of this
bill, if T read it correctly, that provision is made for enlisting
volunteers for an army of 500,000 men and a little more. Is
that in addition to taking care of the men who are already in

}

the Army?
. Mr. DENT. Oh, no.
Mr. JONES. It says that the Secretary of War is authorized,

while making further provision for the national defense, fo in-
crease temporarily the Military Establishment of the United
States by adding a force sufficient to maintain an aggregate
commissioned enlisted strength of 28579 officers and 509,909
enlisted men. Is that an additional force?

Mr. DENT., I will explain to the gentleman in this way:
The purpose of that is to restore voluntary enlistments, so that,
whatever the size of the Army we may have during the next
fiscal year, it will be raised by voluntary enlistments in two
ways—first, a regular permanent establishment under the na-
tional-defense act of June 3, 1916, which in peace times we
limited to 175,000 men, and a temporary army to be enlisted
for the period of one year only by voluntary enlistment, aggre-
gating a total force not to exceed 509,000,

Mr., JONES. And this can be raised sufficiently to make it
500,000, regardless of whether or not the others are demobilized?

Mr. DENT. It could be.

Mr. JONES. Does the gentleman think that many are neces-
sary while the others are being demobilized?

Mr. DENT. I do not think they will ever get them. It is
just o method we ai.ived at for the pul'pose of fixing the amount
of the appropriation.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Will the gent]emun vield?

Mr. DENT. I will.

Mr. DOUGHTON. The gentleman has stated the number of
men that were in foreign service at the time of the armistice
and also the number of those soldiers that have been returned.
Will he please state the number of men who have heen dis-
charggd from the camps in this country and, appmxlmately
the number still in eamps?

Mr. DENT. I am going to put those figures in the 'Rscoxn,
if the members of the committee will give me time.

Mr. RAMSEYER, Will the gentleman yield for another
question? ~
Mr. DENT. Yes. ’

Mr. RAMSEYER. Just prior to the signing of the armlsllca
we were sending our soldiers abroad at the rate of about 300,000
a month. Since the signing of the armistice, of course, we ]mv%
not sent any abroad. But with the same amount of merchan
shipping and all the naval ships released from patrol duty, can
the gentleman explain why we have only been able to bring
them back at the rate of 60,000 a month, or only about one-
fifth the number we were sending abroad just before the sign-
ing of the armistice?

Mr. DENT. I can give the gentleman this one reason thai;'
has been given to the committee, and that is that the British
loaned us a good deal of their transportation facilities in order
to get the men over there, their army being already on Frencli’
s0il ; but the English have had to bring their army back, too, and
consequently they have not been able to loan us as many ships
as they did prior to the signing of the armistice.

Mr. RAMSEYER. The bringing of the British troops home
presented but a small problem, their country being but a few
miles away.

Mr. DENT. But they have to use ships.

Mr. RAMSEYER. What proportion of our men were t;lken
over on American bottoms?

Mr. GARNER. T understand between 40 and 30 per cent. .

Mr. DENT. About 40 per cent.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Then why ecan we not bring back at least
40 per cent in any one month of the number that we sent over
prior to the signing of the armistice?

Mr, DENT. I can not answer any further than I have al-
ready answered.

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Chairman,

Mr, DENT. Yes. e

Mr. KEARNS. The gentleman has said twice that the Brit-
ish- loaned us their ships. Does he mean that, or did Great
Britain rent them to us?

Mr. DENT. The situation iz this: We expect to pay the
British for the use of their ships, but the amount that we are
going to pay them has yet to be determined.

Mr, KEARNS. Then Great Britain did not in any wise loan
us the ships?

"
will the gentleman yield? ]

Mr. DENT. If we pay for thewm, I reckon it would still be a
loan in one sense, !
Mr., KEARNS. We would hire them., !

Mr. DENT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would prefer to go ahead
with my statement.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield? '

Mr. DENT. T yield to the gentleman. ;

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to ask the gentleman
about some things in France, and I hope he will be patient with
me. I would like to know if there is any provision in this bill,
or if the War Department is now in possession of funds, to pay
for damages resulting from the occupation of French territory
by the American- troops?

Mr. DENT. There is an appropriation made for that pur-
pose; yes. You mean payment to private parties?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I ask the gentleman to be
patient because the country wants to know about these things.

Mr. DENT. I am always patient. !
: Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think the gentleman is; but
up to the present time we have been very liberal with the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs. It has had all that it asked for at
the request of the administration. I want to know whether the
gentleman knows whether we of the United States are paying
the French authorities for the occupation of the trenches used
by the American troops?

Mr, DENT. That report has been circulate(] rmd it is abso-
lutely false. That question has been asked by the Committee
on Military Affairs of the War Department, anfl they hme de-
nounced It as an absolute falsehood.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It has been brought to me as
a report—— !

Mr, DENT, The only property occupation expense that we are
paying for over there is where we organize a training camp and
use the property of a private person, just as we would occupy,
private property over in this country for training purposes. We
have paid for that, but so far as the payment of rent for the
‘occupation of tl'euehes is concerned, that is said i be an abso-
lute falsehood.
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
on which those trenches are dug?

Mr. DENT. We are not.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Are we paying for the use of
the trenches in any way—rental or fee simple?

" Mr. DENT. We are not, if you can rely on the absolute state-
ment of the War Department,

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield
a moment—

My, MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to ask the gentleman
a further question if the gentleman will yield a moment. Why,
'syhen we are trying to get at facts, must we be interrupted all
the time by members of the committee who do not want us to
know these things?

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. I want o challenge the statement
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

* Mr. DENT. I have answered the gentleman's questions posi-
tively and emphatically.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to find ont how our
money is spent in France and under what auspices, To whom
may I go to get that information but to the chairman of the
Committee on Military Affairs? :

Mr. McKENZIE. If the gentleman will pardon me and not
be quite so fast—

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. DENT]
has the floor—

Mr. McKENZIE. I might add, in connection with the state-
ment as to training eamps, that where we have training fields
and have practice trenches we have paid rental for the ground
and for those trenches, and we do that in this eountry.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I thank the gentleman for that
statement. Now, while we are paying the debt we owe to
Lafayette—

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, T must decline to permit the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania to make a speech in my time. I
have yielded to the gentleman, but T decline to yield further.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvaunia. I am seeking information as
to the waste of public moneys.

Mr. DENT. I decline to yield o the gentleman. :

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then, when the time comes, I
will make a speech in my own time.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is out
of order. The gentleman from Alabama has the floor.

Mr. LUNN. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

{ Mr. DENT. Yes; I yicld to the gentleman from New York.

. Mr. LUNN. I ask in behalf of the chairman of the committee
that he be permitted to make his statement without interrup-
tion. .

Mr. DENT. It is very difficult for me to decline an interrup-
tion when a gentleman asks me a gentlemanly question.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The question I asked of the
gentleman——

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama declines to
yield.

Mr. DENT, Most of these questions will be answeréd in the
course of the debate.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If it is ungentlemanly——

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has the
floor. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is out of order, be-
cause the gentleman from Alabama declines fo yield.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the Chairman.
[ Laughter.]

Mr. DENT. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is always a
zentleman.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That answers the query I have
in mind. [Laughter.]

Mr. DENT. Now, Mr. Chairman, that is the general poliey
or plan which the committee adopted relative to this bill, with
the distinet understanding, I repeat, that this is not intended
as permanent legislation or as any permanent military policy,
but as the only practical way under the circumstances by which
we can arrive at the sum of money which should be appropriated
in order to carry on the Military Establishment during the next
fiscal year. .

We carry in the bill some legislative features in addition
to this. One of them restores voluntary enlistments in the
Army, and that provision is to become operative immediately
upon the approval of the act. It was stated by the Secretary
of War and by the General Staff that many men now in the
service are anxious to reenlist and to continue therein, but
under the law, while they would have the right to reenlist, the
period of enlistment is limited to the present emergency. This
law restores the enlistment period as it was in the act of June
3, 1916, so that we can organize a permanent Army under that
act by voluntary enlistment, which in peace times is limited to
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175,000 men, and the additional army is a mere temporary °
army, to be raised by voluntary enlistment for a period of one
year., That, we think, will take care of the military situation
until the close of the fiscal year 1920.

Mr, CRISP. Mr. Chailrman, will my friend allow me to ask
him a question?

Mr. DENT. Yes.

Mr. CRISP. Is it not contended by the military authorities
that if they are given this provigion for voluntary enlistment,
it will enable them more speedily to demobilize the Army and
let out of the service a number of men whom they ean not now
let out until they can get volunteers to take their places?

Mr. DENT. That is the contention of the War Department,

Mr. DYER. WIill the gentleman permit one question there?

Mr. DENT. Yes.

Mr. DYER. Do I understand that some enlistments in the
Regular Army will be for the prescribed period?

Mr. DENT. For three years.

Mr, DYER. And that others will be aceepted for one year?

Mr. DENT. Yes.

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman yield?

*Mr. DENT. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota. b

Mr. KNUTSON., What percentage is for one year and what
percentage is for three years?

Mr, DENT. There is no percentage fixed, except that under
the act of June 3, 1916, known as the national-defense act,
the peace limitation upon the Army is 175,000, but the war
strength would be something like 275,000, about 100,000 more.

Mr. KNUTSON. It is not proposed under this bill to make
the permanent military strength of this country 500,000%

Mr. DENT. It is not. It is infended by this bill to limit {he
permanent Military Establishment in peace times to what it
is limited to under the national-defense act, 175,000 men.

Mr. IGOE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENT. I yleld to the gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. IGOE. I should like to ask the chairman of the com-
wmittee if his committee went into the question of how many
enlisted men are retained now by the War Department in
positions in this counfry that could very well be filled by
civilians? For instance, in the matter of the transport corps,
whieh has just recently been authorized, there are thousands
of men who are being retained because the department say they
will have to get some other people to take their places before
they can let them go. How in the world are we ever going to
let those men out unless we provide for the employment of
civilians?

Mr. DENT. The committee asked questions about that,
Ias the gentleman any suggestions he can make that the Mili-
tary Committee ean act upon?

Mr. IGOE. Yes; I suggest that you authorize the Secretary
of War to spend money to pay civilians to do the work which
is now being done by men getting $30 a month, because there
are thousands of people now who will do those things.

Mr. DENT. What is the practical suggestion that the gen-
tleman urges to be put upon this bill?

Mr, IGOE. The practical suggestion that I offer is this:
That if the committee has not already provided money that
can be used to pay civilian employees the provision be put in
this bill and that the War Department be prevented from
keeping men in the Army as enlisted men whose work can as
well be done by eivilians without any detriment to the military
service.

Mr. DENT. Of course, as far as any appropriations for that
purpose are concerned, they have already been had. There is
nothing in this particular bill that covers a case of that kind.
The committee has provided in this bill for the repeal of the
Overman Act, except in so far as it might maintain field and
tactical units, .

Mr. IGOE. The Overman Act has got nothing to do with
what I am talking about.

Mr, DENT. The Transport Corps is organized under if,

Mr, IGOE. Under the Overman Act?

Mr. DENT.- Yes.

Mr. DYER. Wil the gentleman allow me to ask my colleague
a question upon that point?

Mr. DENT. Yes. -

Mr. DYER. And I will ask it also of the chairman of the
committee. Would it not be well, and I would be glad to know
if the chairman of the committee would object to putting in the
bill a provision that none of the money appropriated herein
ghall be used for the payment of men in the military serviee for
doing purely clerieal work if civilians ean be found througl the
Civil Service or otherwise to do that work?

Mr. DENT. I shall be very glad to consider an amentment
along that line.
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AMr. DYER. I think we ought to do that, —=i Mr., DENT. This applies to every recommendation prior to
%}r. 1DE.\'T. I will be glad llo conslds_;i-l %t. o the 12th of November, ; - 3
Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleihan yie Mr. DUPRE. P : :

Mr. DENT. I yield to the gentleman from California, a mem- r. DUPRE. How about the man who was e )

ber of the committee.

Mr. KAHN. Does not the gentleman think the suggestion of
the gentleman from Missouri is fraught with a great deal of
danger? These men are doing work a great deal of which is
of a confidential character, and, of course, you must have a man
who is subject to military discipline if he gives publicity to what
js told him confidentially.

Mr. DYER. Does the gentleman allege that to be the rule in
peace times?

Mr. KAHN. In peace times the conditions are altogether
different. :

Mr. DYER. I will say to the gentleman that not one in a
thousand of the men who are occupying these positions and
drawing $30 a month, for doing the work that a man ought to
be paid $100 or §125 for, is doing any confidential work whatever.

Mr. DENT. I am simply suggesting to the gentleman from
Missouri that if he will draw an amendment we will consider it.

Mr, KEARNS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENT. I will,

Mr, KEARNS. Does the gentleman know hiow many drafted
men in the National Army are now being used to guard railroad
property, bridges, and private property in the United States?

Mr. DENT. I do not. I supposed that that had all been
eliminated, and that that was only during the period of the war.

Mr, KEARNS. The gentleman krows that there are thou-
sands in the United States to-day doing nothing but guarding
private property. If the gentleman rides on the railroads he
will see them along the roads.

Mr. LOBECK. Railroad property now is under the charge of
the Government.

Mr., DENT. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is one other matter
of legislation to which I desire to call the attention of the
committee, and that is the invalidation of the order of the War
Department requiring men in this country and in the service
to wear a silver chevron. The committee thought that while
the decorations ought to be preserved for those who did fight
over the seas, it was unfair and unjust to discriminate against
the men in this counfry who did not go over by requiring them
to wear a distinctive chevron. We have declared that to be
invalid.

Mr, STAFFORD. I did not grasp the reason why the com-
mittee decided not to allow a man who went over the seas and
did service different from that of those in the cantonments to
wear the distinctive chevron.

Mr, DENT, I stated that the committee has no objection to
ihe man who did service over the seas, who actually fought,
to wear his decorations, but it did not think that the man in
this country ought to be singled out by requiring him to wear
a particular chevron, indicating the fact that he stayed in this
country or did not get a chance to go over the seas.

Mr. STAFFORD. The action of the committee does not pre-
vent the man who went over the seas from wearing the gold
bar?

Mr. DENT. No, it was not intended and it does not do it.
The only other matter of legislation which I desire to call the
attention of the committee to is the recommendation of the com-
mittee that all officers and enlisted men who are regularly
recommended for promotion by their superior officers——

Mr, STAFFORD. If the gentleman will pardon me, my at-
tention has been ecalled to the paragraph which, as I read it,
forbids the wearing by any person who has seen overseas duty
of a distinctive badge. May I read the paragraph?

AMr, DENT. I prefer that the gentleman should wait. If
the language does not carry out that idea, I am perfectly will-
ing to acecept an amendment.

Alr, STAFFORD. I think the language is positive in forbid-
ding the wearing of such badge.

AMr. DENT. I was proceeding to state that the last legisla-
tive feature of the bill to which I wish to call the attention of
the committee is the recommendation of the committee that all
officers and enlisted men who were recommended for promotion
by their immediate superior officers, which was approved by
competent military authority prior to the signing of the armi-
stice, shall now be granted, and if they have been separated
from the service they shall receive the promotion in the Re-
serve Corps.

AMlr. DUPRE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENT. Yes,

Mr. DUPRE. In regard to the gentleman’s last statement,
how about those men who were recommended for promotion
before it had become generally known that the Secretary of
War had issued his order stopping promotion?

say on the 20th of November, before it became generally known
that Secretary Baker had ordered all promotions stopped as
of the date of the 11th of November?

Mr. DENT. It would not apply to any recommendations
since the armistice was signed.

Mr. DUPRE. Although it might have been made in perfect
good faith by a general who did not know of the order of
Secretary Baker?

Mr. DENT. It is of that date; it may be that it ought to
be corrected.
Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENT. Yes.

Mr, DYER. The gentleman said he was going to put some
facts and figures in the Recorp.

Mr. DENT. Yes.

Mr. DYER. Is the gentleman going to put in facts in refer-
ence to the personal sirength of the air service, the number of
camps in the air service in this country, and how many enlisted
men and officers there are in each of these camps, and what
the cost to the Government is for the maintenance, approxi-
mately, of these camps?

Mr. DENT. These facts have already been put in the REcorp
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. FIerps], a member of
the committee, furnished by the War Department.

Mr, DYER. I have in mind a camp in a Southern State
where they have 200 enlisted men and perhaps half as many
officers, which is costing the Government $30,000 a month, and
yet the only work they are doing is looking after a few flying
machines and some other Government property. That is my
information. I do not know whether it is all true, but I want
to find out about it. ;

Mr. GORDON. How does the committee know whether it is
troe or not?

Mr. DYER. If the committee does not know then it is pretty
difficult for a Member of the House to get any information.

Mr. DENT. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Frerns]
put these facts in the Recorp, and I think the gentleman can
find out from the gentleman from Kentucky what day he put
them in the REecorb.

Mr. FIELDS. I put them in the Recorn of January 11, 1919.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENT., Yes.

Mr., RAMSEYER. The gentleman was speaking of taking
care of the men recommended for promotion,

Mr. DENT. Yes.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Is the committee doing anything for the
men who were in the training camps at the time the armistice
was signed, and who were by their superior officers requested
to complete the course, and who have since completed the
course? ;

Mr. DENT. There is no legislation upon that subject.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Does the gentleman know what the War
Department intends to do for those men?

Mr. DENT. No.

Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENT. Yes.

Mr. BANKHEAD. The report of the committee and the
statement of the chairman of the committee indicate that it
is the purpose of the bill under these authorizations to maintain
a standing Army during the next fiscal year of approximately
500,000 men.

Mr, DENT. No; I did not state it.

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is what I gathered from the gentle-
man's statement,

Mr. DENT. I expressly stated just the contrary, that it was
not «the purpose of the committee to maintain any particular
sized standing Army, but that this was a method by which we
arrived at the amount to be appropriated, that we would appro-
priate for an average Army during the period of demobilization
of something like 500,000 men,

. BANKHEAD. I wanted to get a clear understanding,
because I feel sure that Members are all interested in the per-
manent policy of the department.

Mr, DENT, T have stated two or three times that it is not
the purpose of the committee to declare any permanent military
policy by this legislation at all; that this was simply a method
by which we arrived at the amount of money necessary to be
appropriated, taking that as the average size that will probably
be in existence during the period of demobilization.

* Mr. BANKHEAD. The amount appropriated is based upon
the estimate of maintaining during the next fiscal year a stand-
ing Army of 500,000 men,
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Mr. DENT. It is paying for an Army during the period of
demobilization that will average that.

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is on the assumption that you will have
an Army of that size?

Mr. DENT. It will take that long, perhaps, to get rid of it.

Mr. WISE. I think there is some confusion on that point.
It misleads me. The provision is that in addition to the Regu-
lar Army as now organized there shall be raised and organized

an additional force of 500,000 men. In my judgment that is-

mandatory and calls upon the department to raise and organize
an additional force of 500,000 men.

Mr. DENT. I do not agree with the gentleman from Georgia
upon his construction of the language.

Mr. WISE. That is the language of the amendment.

Mr. DENT. I do not think that is the proper construction to
give it.

Mr. WISE. It seems to me it should read that they are
authorized to raise that many men, without saying that they shall,
and that it is in addition to the Regular Army. The language
of the provision is that in addition to the Regular Army as now
organized under the act of June 3, 1916, there shall be raised
and organized under the provisions of another act, which was
the act of May 18, 1917, so many men.

Mr. DENT. But the gentleman should read it all—that it is
not to exceed so many officers and men.

Mr. WISE. I am about to read it, if the gentleman will per-
mit me:

That, in addition to the Rmiu]ar Army as now organized under the
gmrisiona of “An act for making further and more efficient provisions
'or the national defense, and for other purposes,” approved June 3,
1916, as amended, there shall be raised and organ under the pro-
visions of “An act to authorize the President to increase temporarily the
Military Establishment of the United States,” approved May 18, 1917,
as amended, a force sufficlent to maintain an a gate commissioned
and enlisted strength of 28,5679 officers and 509, enlisted men,

That is the language of the provision—that in addition to the
Regular Army as now organized under the act of June 3, 1916,
there shall be raised another army under another act.

Mr. BANKHEAD. The purpose of my inquiry was to clear
this up.

Mr. DENT. I know what the committee intended. We dis-
cussed that in the committee and we reached the conclusion
that it did not mean that.

Mr. STEAGALL. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENT. Yes.

Mr. STEAGALL. I do not read this to mean what the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Wise] understands it to mean.

Mr. DENT. Nor 1.

Mr. STEAGALL. It provides as follows:

That, in addition to the Rifnlar Army as now organized under the
rovisions of “An act for making further and more eflicient provisions
or the national defense, and for other purposes,” ':Eprnv June 3,

1916, as amended, there shall be raised and organi under the pro-
vislons of “An act to authorize the President to increase temporaril
the Military Establishment of the United States,” approved B?lgy 18,
1917, as amended, a force sufficient to maintain an aggregate commis-
sioned and enlisted strength of 28,5679 officers and 509,909 enlisted men.

As I construe this language, coupled with the former lan-
guage, it is designed and intended to create only an aggregate
force of that many men.

Mr. DENT. That is the construction the committee put
upon it.

Mr. STEAGALL. Under both acts an aggregate Army of
that size.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan.
man yield?

Mr. DENT. Yes,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I see by the bill that there is an
appronriation for the construction and repair of hospitals. A
very short time ago we passed a bill here authorizing $10,000,000
for the construetion of hospitals, and I would inquire whether
or not there is anything in the bill that aims to purchase the
lands upon which the cantonments are constructed?

Mr. DENT. There is not.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Was that brought before the
committee?

Mr. DENT. The commiitec heard the Secretary of War and
the Assistant Secretary of War on the question of the policy
of the War Department as to whether or not they would pur-
chase the land on which these cantonments are located, and
the committee has declined to make any recommendations on
the subject.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. So it is not in contemplation at
the present time. I see this is for the repair and construction
of hospitals. Do they expect to use the hospitals at these
cantonments?

Mr. DENT. They do expect to use them.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, How many hospital beds is it
thought would be required?

Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-

Mr. DENT. I have not those figures with me right now,
I can give the figures to the gentleman when we get to that
1slecté(m of the bill, but I can not carry those things in my

ead.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Did the committee understand
there are thousands of beds at the different cantonments around
that are not occupied and that they have the nurses and the
physicians and the complete service at these hospitals if they
are needed?

Mr. DENT. I can give the gentleman full facts—and we
went into a full investigation of that matter—when we reack
that item in the bill.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The reason I inquired is that thera
is a very fine hospital in connection with Camp Custer in my
distriet.

Mr. GORDON.
buy it?

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. I should prefer to buy it rather
than to build new buildings ; anyone would do that as a business

Does the gentleman want the Government to

proposition.
Mr. MASON. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. DENT. I will
Mr, MASON. There have been some questions asked in re-

gard to the return of soldiers from France, and I would like to
ask the chairman whether there is any rule of the department,
so far as he knows, in regard to what troops are to be used. I
ask this question in good faith. Our colleague from Massachu-
setts returned the other day—I think he arrived about a week
ago—and he stated here to many of us that the ship that he
returned on had a large number of unoccupied rooms—I think
he said rooms for a thousand more—that some staterooms had
three beds and only one was occupied. I want to know if there
is any rule of the department limiting the kind of ships that
the boys are to be sent home on? .

Mr. DENT. I do not know of any rule.

Mr. MASON. The gentleman does not know. Has the chair-
man of the committee any information which could be im-
parted to his colleagues with safety to the Government in re-
gard to the plan of whether we will withdraw our troops from
Russia or send more over for the defense of those who are
already there?

Mr. DENT. No, sir; I have no information.

Mr. LOBECK. This bill provides for volunteer enlistment,
does it not?

Mr. DENT. Yes, sir.

Mr. LOBECK. Did the committee have the approval of the
National Security League? I just wanted to ask——

Mr. DENT. No. I understand, though, from the newspaper
reports that Judge Parker repudiated his own baby yesterday
before the committee. I do not know whether that is true or
not.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, DENT. Yes.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The gentleman stated that at the
time the armistice was signed we had approximately 1,700,000
men in the camps here? Is the gentleman prepared to state
how many of that number have been discharged?

Mr., DENT. Yes; I am going to have that read into the
Recorp right now.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. And what policy obtains in refer-
ence to discharge of the others?

Mr, DENT. The policy is supposed to be to discharge them
just as rapidly as practicable.

Mr. LONDON. Will the gentleman yield for one question?

Mr. DENT. All right.

Mr. LONDON. On page 58 is the provision for a new army
which is to be raised and organized under the act approved
May 18, 1917—that is, the draft act.

Mr. DENT. It is only to be raised by voluntary enlistment.

Mr. LONDON. Is it clear enough? Does the gentleman be-
lieve the subsequent provisions of the bill make it clear?

Mr. DENT. I think it does. That language was drafted by
the Judge Advocate General of the Army in order to earry out
the intention of the committee.

Mr. LONDON. - What does this mean, that they shall be or-
ganized and raised under the provisions of the draft act?

Mr. DENT. That refers to the character and nature of the
organization and the different units and the different kinds of
organizations that were created by the act of May 18, 1917.

Mr. LONDON. Does the gentleman believe that the language
should be made so clear and specific as to make no doubt about it?

Mr. DENT. I think it should be made so clear that he who
runs may read; yes, sir.

Mr. GORDON. Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. DENT. Yes.
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! Mr. GORDON. I think the point in the mind of the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Lonpox] is this, that the draft act
provides for raising the Regular Army, that they shall be raised
by voluntary enlistment, if they can, or by draft whenever the
President decides he wants the men drafted. There is that
alternative in the act of May 18, 1917, which the commitiee did
not intend to carry in this bill

Mr, DENT. The draft act?

Mr. GORDON. Yes. The question I suspect the gentleman
from New York propounded is whether it is intended to confer
upon the President the power, in case he can not raise by vol-
untary enlistment, to draft them.

Mr, DENT. It is not.

I Mr, GORDON. Of course it is not.

! Mr. CARAWAY. Will the gentleman yield?

i Mr, DENT. I will

i Mr. CARAWAY. I am very much interested in the statement
made by the gentleman from New York, because I have no
doubt that not only the War Department, by this act, is author-
ized to raise an Army under the selective-draft act, but there
would be another alternative. The language indicates that fact.
Further, this is not to be a Regular Army,

Mr. DENT. No.

Mr., CARAWAY. You say all the enlisted force for the
Regular Army shall be raised by voluntary enlistment, which
differentiates the method by which you raise your Army of
509,000 men— .
¢ Mr. GARRETT of Texas. No; if the gentleman will look
at—

Mr, CARAWAY. Pardon me; I am not asking the gentle-
man from Texas fo correct me.

Mr. GARRETT of Texas, I beg the gentleman's pardon,.of
course——

Mr., CARAWAY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I should not
have answered that way; but does the committee intend that
danguage to mean an alternative, that a certain Army shall be
raised under the provisions of the act approved May 18, 1917,
which was the so-called selective-draft act? Then you say your
enlisted personnel of the Regular Army shall be by voluntary
enlistment for a certain length of time.

. Mr. DENT. We did not intend to do it—
I wanted to be certain about that, because

H

Mr, CARAWAY.
I am so satisfied it is the only interpretation that can be had.

Mr. DENT. If that is the way it is to be interpreted, I will
insist upon an amendment.

Mr. GARRETT of Texas, I call the chairman’s attention to
lines 13 and 14, on page 58, which read as follows:

" And for the additional forces herein authorized by voluntary enlist-
ments for the period of one year,

Mr, HOUSTON. That was the item fo which I was going to
call the gentleman's atfention. That provides an additional
force for the Regular Army by voluntary enlistment.
| Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I have some figures which might
be interesting to the House and which answer a great many
questions that have been asked me; and if the committee wishes
I would like to have them read from the Clerk’s desk.

'\ The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read.

Mr. DENT, Then I will reserve the balance of my time.
TApplause.]

The Clerk read as follows:

Report from The Adjutant Gencral, Feb. 11, 1919,

. APPROXIMATELY CORRECT.

Number of officers in United States_____________________ 48, 676

Number of officers in insular possessions_ . ____________ ;

1 P i

! O e e L e r e o e L ke 50, 314

Number of enlisted men in United States___ . ____________ 767, 003

Number of enlisted men in insular p fons_ 45,478
Total 2 o R AAE L0 g Ui S DO it e LT 812, 481

———— ]

Number of officers, American Expeditionary Foree, including
Russia_____
In Siberia

Total_ u

___________ G4, 270
LA S S R = 206

Number of enlisted men, American Expeditionary Force, in-
| eluding Russia

T beiberals o R arml T 799
] o et ey Ky LR N LTS I 1, 823, 659
- RECAPITULATION.
Total officers in American Ex?edjtlonuy Force, Russia, in-
i sular possessions, and Siberla_________________________ 114, 880

Total enlisted men in American Expeditionary Force, Rus-
i sin, insular possessions, and Blberia

Grand total in all

2, 436, 140
2, 551, 020

i- 0 ¥ —‘
Report of date of Feb, 7 of all reports received,
Discharged from the service since Nov. 11, 1918:

Officers ___ 67, 038
Enlisted men 1,033, 812
Total - 1, 090, 850

Orders issued for discharges, but not yet effected, including
officers and enlisted men 1, 443, 000
2, 533, 850

Total officers and enlisted men in American Expeditionary
Force, Russia, insular possessions, and Siberia_._.______ 2, 5651, 020
Discharges pendlng 1, 443, 000
Total in service 1, 108, 020

Cost of the war.

MAa:t:cordInt'ghm thf hit%slt statementtfl.ltnz}fheg tt‘he Co;.nmlttef:nson M{‘iziis,ry
rs on the cost of the war, most of the statement cover! riod u;
to December 1, 1918, contains the following totals: 4 v

Amount paid in United States $10, 100, 566, 7535. 10
American Expeditionary Force 1, 210, 239, 246, 66
Obligated __ = 4, 856, 578, 247. 28

Grand total 16, 257, 384, 249. 04
Approrimate estimates of stock on hand.

guartormaster Corps $1, G50, 000, 000
5 mﬁm Department 8021135. e %
Al Corps— .. T v v
Alﬁuﬁerrice L. S 500, 000, 000
Allotments and allowances to cnlisted men only,

ot P | enval | Total
ary al- | sory al- | men 0l
lotment. | lotment, | lowance.
Payable to wile while husband {s in active
service:
Wilsadone oo o0 o $15.00 | $15.00 | $30.00
Wiie and one child. . 15.00 2500 | 40.00
Wife and two children, . 15.00 32.50 47, 50
Wile and three children......cccuuen.. LY 15.00 37.50 | 52.50
Wife and four children........ceoaueaene e 15.00 42.50 | 567,50
Wife and five children.. ......ccovneeeailicnnsnn 15.00 47.50 | 62.50
‘Wife and six or more children..........|.....c.... 15.00 50.00 | 6500
Payable to or for children but no wife:
Onechild.............. £ 15.00 500| 20.00
Two children. .. 15.00 12.50 | 27.50
Three children.. 15.00 20.00 | 35.00
Four children............... =1 o 1500 30.00 | 45.00
L el A NEIRRE FC S AT 15.00 35.00| 50.00
Blxohildren: . R e S 15.00 40,00 55.00
Sevmchildren, . <. e e e re s 15.00 4500 | 60.00
E‘ﬁhtchﬂdrm .......... 15.00 50.00 | 65.00
Man with parents, brothers, sisters or grand-
children: {
Man making no allotment to wife or
children—
O T s L L e sl $15.00 |.... 10.00 25,00
Two R e e S T I iseaiaiss) 00 35. 00
Brother, sister, or grandchild....... 500 |aiin 500 | 20.00
Man making an allotment to wife or
children—
10,00 | 15.00
parents.. . B 20,00 | 25.00
Brother, sister, or grandchild....... 5.00 10. 00

Disability bencfits under war-risk insurance for officers and enlisted moen.
Man with wife or with wife and children (allowance for nurse;

monthly Government compensation) : i{onthly.
Wife alone_ $65. 00
Wife and one child_.____ 75. 00
Wife and two children £3. 00
Wife and three children__ o 05. 00
Payable for total disability but not permanent :
Tt S Sed L LNC T Tl RS - R Ao BT i, T el G0, 00
Two children 70. 00
Three or more children 80. 00
Man alone or with dependent parents:
Man alone prms 50. 00
Man with one parent ... e ——- G0.00
Man with two parents 70.00
Payable to man for total permanent disability (war-risk insur-
ance ;) monthly Government compensation; allowance for
nurse) :
o BB L e e S b b G s e e A s 122, 50
Wife and one child.__ e - 132 50
Wife and two children..__ 142, 50
‘Wife and three or more children . _____________________ 152, 50
Payable to man with no wife, but children :
D A o e e el 117. 50
Two childven' - - - e 127. 50
My RO R ) I R S B e O 137. 50
I'ayable to man or parents:
Man alone e I MU R 107. 50
Man with one parent ALLYAR 117. 50
Man with two parents. e 127, 50
Nurse allowance in each case is $20 per month.
Application of war-risk insurance.
Man with wife or with wife and children after death of hus-
nd :
Wife alone— Monthly,
5L oy b1 8] e b I S ol T LI R T £57. 50
Monthly Government comp tion_ 25. 00
Wife and one child iz : 92. 50
Wife and two children-_ . © - - o o L 100, 00
Wife and three children_____ ——— 103, DO
Wife and four or more children____ 110. 00
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Man with children and no wife after death of father: \
Children (war-risk insurance; monthly Government com-

pensation)—
One child _._____. s 7. 50
Two children ____ - 87.50
Three children 97. 50
Four children 102. 50
Five or more children____________ _______ _________ 107. 50
Man with parents, brothers, sisters, or grandchildren (war-risk
insurance ; monthly Government compensation) :
One parent —__. T7. 560
Two parents 87. 00
Brother, sister, or grandchild (war-risk insurance) ___._.____ 57. 50

Government compensation is payable to parents only in the event they
are dependent, X

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. DENT]
g{;cuxiied one hour and five minutes and reserves the balance of

s time.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. McKexzie]. [Applause.]

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, I want to make the request before I begin my statement
that I be permitted to make it without interruption, when I will
be glad to answer any question that I am able to answer.

I want to say that the Committee on Military Affairs has been
criticized somewhat for its delay in bringing in this bill, but I
want to add very frankly that it has not been the fault of our
committee or the members of the committee. We have been un-
able to get the estimates, and, in fact, we have not got all of the
printed hearings yet that were held by our committee. But
nevertheless we have gone ahead and have done the very best
we could under the circumstances to agree on the appropriation,
which in many cases is but a guess. Many of the appropriation
items contained in this bill are simply guesses on the part of the
rommittee as to the amount that will be necessary for the next
fiscal year.

The large items in this bill, as you will find by looking at it,
are the items of subsistence of the Army, pay of the Army, and
transportation of the Army. The latter item is $449,000,000, an
enormous one. But the committee did not feel that it would be
wise to curtail it, inasmuch as it covers the bringing of the boys
back from Europe, and the paying of the transportation in
France, the ocean transportation, and the transportation of the
boys to their homes in various parts of the country. So we felt
that it would be wise to err on the side of liberality rather than
otherwise, and not subject ourselves to the criticism of not
making sufficient appropriation to bring the boys home from
France. That item we left large.

There is another very large item in the bill which takes care
of storage. Some of you will wonder why such a large appro-
priation is made, but you must bear in mind that we have thou-
sands of carloads of material and equipment in France that will
be transported back to our country; that we have tens of thou-
sands of carloads of material in the various eantonments of the
country that must be stored and preserved; and to get the stor-
age space and pay for the carrying of that, and the storing of it,
will cost a vast sum of money. However, we feel that it is
economy to do it

I want to call your attention to another item in this bill—the
item of the Intelligence Department of the Army. They came
before our committee and asked for an appropriation of

780,000 for this one particular branch of the service, for which
in peace times we had appropriated the sum of $11,000 to care
for. In peace times this department of the Army was prac-
tieally earried on by one man, but when war came it was
creatly enlarged, and they asked us in the reorganization
scheme of the Army to grant them 77 officers and 254 men.
Of course, you gentlemen understand the Intelligence Depart-
ment of the Army means the secret-service department of the
Army. We felt that in peace times no such an amount of
money was necessary. Therefore we cut the appropriation to
€200,000, which, in my judgment, is excessive in peace times;
but inasmuch as we are now passing from war back to peace,
it might be well for one more year to continue this activity to
gome extent. Therefore we made what I believe fo be a fair
and liberal appropriation.

Another appropriation which is very much increased over
that of last year is the appropriation for the National Guard;
and T am sure there is not a man in this House but will remem-
ber the terrific fight that we had in 1916 against those who
formed the policy of the Continental Army and who were de-
termined to destroy the National Guard, the only military or-
ganization that is as old as our country. But we succeeded in
defeating them and writing into the law of 1916 a provision
which would bring the National Guard up to a real fighting
force. Is there a man in the United States to-day who does
not read with pride and satisfaction the story of the Rainbow
Division, of the New England Division, of the Wildeat Division,

of the Sunset Division, and of the Thirty-third or Prairie
Division from old Illinois and other National Guard Divisions?
[Applause.] We are proud of the record made by these citizen
soldiers on the battle fields of Europe, and I hope the day will
never come, no matter what may be our military policy in the
future, when the old National Guard system or militia, which
has stood by us in every trial through all our history, will not
be maintained. [Applause.] We have appropriated liberally
for the National Guard, and I trust that it will meet with your
approval. ]

Now, gentlemen, I am not going to take up very much time in
discussing this bill, but I want to say a few words in connection
with the legislation contained in if, and about which the chair-
man of the committee spoke while he was on the floor. Let us
look into this for a moment.

What is the military policy of the United States and how is
it provided for by law? The only law that we have providing
for a permanent Military Establishment in this country is the
law of June 3, 1916, known as the national-defense act. That
provided for a permanent and fixed Military Establishment in
this country. WWhen war came on we enacted special legislation
for the raising of larger armies to fight our battles in this war.
We provided for conscription. We did many things that would
enable us to enlarge our Army. But now that the war is ap-
proaching an end, with the prospect of peace ahead of us, it is
necessary that we get back to some permanent military policy
for the future. The General Staff of the Army prepared a plan.
They came before our committee and asked us to adopt a policy
that would provide permanently for 28,579 commissioned officers
in the Regular Establishment and 509,000 men. We said to
them very frankly, “ Gentlemen, we can not pass any bill at this
session of Congress providing for a permanent Military Estab-
liskment in this country.” The Staff then sent over a rider
containing this proposition, buf, in fact, meaning about the same
thing, because we fixed the permanent Army of 509,000 men
and 28,579 officers and cnact permanently the Overman Act so
far as the powers of the General Staff are concerned and which
have enabled the General Staff to wipe out of existence some of
the most useful bureaus which have been a part in the Military
Establishmnt of our country, and creating no end of corps such
as the Construction Corps, the Tank Corps, and I do not know
how many more, some of them very useful,

But it centralized the entire power in that establishment,
We said, *“ We can not do that. We will not do that.” Then
Mr. Kaax and the other members of the committee began to
work to find out what we could do to tide us over for the present,
at least, until the people of this country shall have had an
opportunity to study and determine what the character of the
permanent Military Establishment of this country shall be,
and the gentleman from California [Mr. Kaux] presented to
the committee a rider, which provides for the commissioning of
28,579 officers—the same number as was suggested by the Gen-
eral Staff—and providing for an Army of 509,000 men, to be
raised by voluntary enlistment of from one to three years; and
it has written in language which provides that in addition to
the force now authorized by the act of June 3, 1916, there shall
be raised additional forces which shall bring the number up to
509,000 men.

Now, what does that mean? That simply means that we are
to have a Regular Army as provided for in the national-defense
act, at war strength, and in addition to that we are going to
add a sufficient number of men to bring it up to 509,000,

Now, I want to say to you, gentlemen of the committee, that
I think you know me well enough to know from my position in
the past that I do not favor in time of peace a large standing
army in a republic. [Applause.] I am unalterably opposed to
fastening on the taxpayers of our country a large fixed and
permanent regular Military Establishment. But I am per-
fectly willing to do anything that will protect the interests of
our country while we are passing through these troublous days,
getting back to substantial peace, and therefore I am willing
that for the next fiscal year we may enlist, if we can get the
men, 509,000 men temporarily, to serve until 1920. T am willing
that they shall have sufficient officers to officer that Army.
But I want to tell you, my friends, that we have undertaken
to guard this rider in such a way that it will be impossible for
the War Department to fasten that number of men and officers
onto the country permanently.

I do not know whether we have used language that will pro-
tect us in that, and I ask and I request that every Member of
this House take that provision of the bill and study it care-
fully, and if there is a weak spot in it, if there is a possible
chance that that language will enable the War Department to
commission permanently in the line and staff of the Army of the
United States 28,579 officers, we had better put in language
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about which there is no question, in order to be sure that we
do not find ourselves with that large number of officers fas-
tened onto us permanently.

There are now commissioned in the Regular Army of the
United States a few over 10,000 officers. It is about 10,200, I
think, and the Army that is provided for under the national-
defense act is something like 500,000 at war strength. Now, to
‘almost multiply that by three, giving us nearly 30,000 officers
for an Army of 500,000 men, would be, to my mind, an un-
balanced and top-heavy Military Establishment, even if we
wanted one of that size. And I hope that if anyone in reading
this can find a weak spot in it that will make it possible to
,add one single more officer to the line than the number pro-
vided for by the national-defense act he will assert himself
,and help us to write this law in such a way that when we finally
‘arrive at the days of peace we will have the forces provided
under our own national-defense act, the National Guard, and
‘what other elements of national defense we may have, and will
be able to sit down and think it over and determine whether
'or not we want to have a system of universal military training
‘in this country; and if we do, God knows that I do not want
a large, fixed, permanent Regular Army in our country.
~ Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr, Chairman, will it interrupt the gen-
tleman to yield?

Mr, McKENZIE, I yield.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Under this provision authorizing the
Army for the fiscal year for which we are appropriating to a
strength of 500,000 men it provides that, in addition to the Regu-
Jdar Army, and so forth, under the national-defense act and under
the selective-draft act of 1917, this force shall be maintained at
approximately 500,000,

Mr, McKENZIE. Yes.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I want fo ask the gentleman this ques-
tion: It is conceivable that the existing emergency may end the
dst of July this year if we declare peace. That, under the opera-
tion of the selective-draft law, would terminate the service of
all men taken in under that act, as I understand it.

Mr. McKENZIE, Yes.

. Mr. BANKHEAD. Suppose that all the men under ihe pro-
visions of that act shall be entitled to discharge. How are you
to raise this 500,000 men provided for in this act?

Mr. McKENZIE. I am glad the gentleman asked that ques-
tion, because we would find ourselves without an Army at all
if we did not take some steps to raise an Army within four
months after the treaty of peace has been signed, because the
men are all entitled to discharge and, whether they are in the
Regular Service or in other service—and there are, as I under-
stand it, only about 30,000 men in the Regular Army whose
time has not already expired, and they would be entitled to go
int—we would find ourselves when that time comes without an

rmy.

Now, what are we hanging our hopes upon? Simply upon
this provision in the bill which provides that we must enlist
men from one to three years to make up an Army of 500,000.
Can we get them? I asked the Secretary of War when he was
before our committee if he did not believe it would be wise, if
he wanted an Army of that size—and he said he did, and he
wanted the officers permanently commissioned in the Regular
‘Army—I asked him whether it would not be wise to put into
the law a povision for the conscription of the men. He said,
“No; I think we will get the men without any trouble at all.
They will come in.”

But I want to tell you, my fellow countrymen, that I doubt if

there are 500,000 men in this country who will be willing to
enlist in the Regular Army in time of peace, and one of the
things that we provided for, or attempted to provide for, in this
rider is that the officers shall be commissioned only as the men
‘are enlisted, and if we get only 250,000 men under that enlist-
ment they can not add a single officer to the permanent roll
of this country. And that is as it should be.
« Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentle-
man a question in regard to the rider he is discussing. It pro-
wvides that this Army shall be maintained under the national-
defense act and under the provisions of the act authorizing the
President to increase the Military Establishment, which is the
selective-draft law.

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes,

! Mr. BANKHEAD. And it provides for—
flicien issi g
STl Bt S8 570 oficats a0 B0000 s Bemansd and enitsted

By implication would not that make new legislation on the
selective-draft law, so as to compel the retention in the service
ghfﬂme_? under the selective-draft law despite this prior pro-
¥ision
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Mr. McKENZIE. No; I do not think so.

Mr. BANKHEAD, Or authorize the drafting of new men
under it? .

Mr. McKENZIE. No; I do not think so. That language
refers to that part of the law of 1917 which provided for the
increase of the Army above the number provided for in the
national-defense act.

Mr. BANKHEAD. It says “ under the provisions.”
all the provisions.

Mr. KAHN. It says they must be voluntary enlistments
under that law.

Mr, BANKHEAD, This section does not say that.

Mr. KAHN. Oh, yes; it does.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Where does it say so?

Mr, McKENZIE. Further on in the bill '

Mr. KAHN. Further down in the section. Now, the very
proposition which the gentleman speaks about was called to
the attention of the committee. We recognize the fact that if
we keep these men in France beyond the period of the war or
the emergency, we are practically redrafting them. The com-
mittee did not want to do that, and therefore they provided
thm:l men should be enlisted into this temporary army by volun-
teering. !

Mr. CARAWAY. I should like to ask the gentleman from
Illinois a question. .

Mr. McKENZIE. I take pleasure in yielding to the gentle-
man from Arkansas. :

Mr. CARAWAY. I am not going to vote for any act that in
time of peace is going to authorize the drafting of boys into
the Army. .

My, McKENZIE. I do not blame you. :

Mr. CARAWAY. Now, we know that no law should be writ-
te? that requires construction. It ought to be clear and ex-
plicit.

Mr, McKENZIE, Yes.

Mr. CARAWAY. By reference to the act approved May 18,
1917, you reenact the provisions of that law that are applicable
to this, do you not?

Mr. McKENZIE. Not necessarily; no. X

Mr. CARAWAY. Then why refer to it at all?

Mr. McKENZIE. That is the only way in which we can en-
large the force above that provided for in the act of 1916.

Mr. CARAWAY. There is not a thing in the language in this
act that says you are adopting only a part of the act approved
May 18, 1917 ; but you say that they shall raise an Army under
the provisions of the act authorizing the President temporarily
to increase the Military Establishment of the United States,
approved May 18, 1917. Now, in the language referred to below
you say—

The enlisted force for the Regular Army shall be raised by volun-
tary enlistments for periods of three years and for the additional
forces herein authorized by voluntary enlistments for the period of
one year, .

Now, that refers to the 500,000 men for the Regular Army.
That is under the act of June 3, 1916. The language that has
been referred to says that this is not to be a conscript army,
but that—

The enlisted force for the Regular Army shall be raised by volun-
tary enlistments for periods of three years, and for the additional
forces herein authorized by voluntary enlistments for the period of
one year.

Now, it is the contention that this refers to this Army of
500,000 men.

Mr. McKENZIE. To the surplus; yes.

Mr. CARAWAY. But in construing a law I understand it is
always the rule to construe it so that every provision of it may
stand, if possible. Now, for the construction—

The enlisted force of the Regular Army shall be ralsed by volun-
tary enlistments for periods of three years,

That is, if youn enlist in the Regular Army, you shall enlist
for three years, but if you enlist in this additional temporary
force you may enlist for one year.

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes. *

Mr. CARAWAY. But it does not say that is the only way
you can raise the Army. You can undertake to raise it by
voluntary enlistment, which enlistment shall be for the period
of one year; but if you do not get it, then, under the provisions
of the act of May 8, 1917, which you incorporate by referring to
it in this bill, you can raise an Army of 500,000 men, and
therefore you will be in a position to raise it by the selective-
draft act. That is the possible construction. That construec-:
tion will make each provision of the bill stand; and we know
that when the War Department undertakes to raise an Army of -
500,000 men by voluntary enlistment in time of peace it will
not get 500 men. I have not seen a boy yet who has come back

It means
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from the other side who would reenlist, and you have not seen
‘one either.

Mr, PLATT. I have.

Mr, CARAWAY. Then they come from New York City and
not from any other part of the country, and I would be willing

to assert that the gentleman can not go out and raise a regi-
‘ment in this country by paying a bonus for volunfary en-
listment.

Mr. PLATT. Will the gentleman yield right there?

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. PLATT. The Secretary of the Navy says they are enlist-
ing 1,600 men a week in the Navy and Marine Corps.

Mr, CARAWAY. I was not talking about the Marine Corps.

Mr. PLATT. That is the only place where they can enlist
now.

Mr, CARAWAY, The Marine Corps has always been popular
becanse it has always been sensibly administered, but nobody
has heard of a boy coming back from the Regular Army who
wanted to volunteer to get into the Regular Army again.

Mr. PLATT. He has not had a chance to.

Mr. CARAWAY. If he had a chance, you could nof get him
ywithin a mile of the enlistment officer.

Mr. McKENZIHE. If the gentleman from Arkansas is through,
I will say to him that I have no quarrel with him. I think the
‘language is plain enough that there can be no possible chance
. 'of conscription under it. But I want to say to him that if he
has any doubt about it, if he will prepare an amendment I have
‘no objection to it
. * Mr. CARAWAY. Would the gentleman have any objection to
{putting in at the end of the sentence in line 8 * providing that
the personnel shall be raised by voluntary enlistment only,” and
then there will be no question about it?

Mr. McKENZIE. I would have no objection, and I do not
think the committee would, for we do not propose fo raise them
by conseription.

\  Mr. HUMPHREYS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, McKENZIE. Certainly.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Suppose this legislation in this para-
_graph should not be enacted at all, what would be our sifnation
‘in reference to the army in Eunrope?

Mr. McKENZIE. It would be unchanged.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. After the proclamation of peace all the
boys who were inducted and all of those who enlisted in the
'Regular Army since the war began would be entitled to a dis-
charge in four months?

Mr. McKENZIE. Four months after the treaty of peace—as
soon as it is practicable to get them home.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. That would make it necessary to bring
the boys right home?
| - Mr.- McKENZIE. Yes.
| Mr. HUMPHREYS. And the Regular Army would consist of
the men who had enlisted prior tfo our enfrance into the war
‘and such others as may now desire to enlist, and that law is
‘on the statute books?
| Mr. McKENZIE. Yes.

' Mr. HUMPHREYR. Then, may I ask what is the matter
'with that?

© Mr. McKENZIE. I will state to the gentleman from Mis-
'sissippl, as I understand the law, if we do not enact this legis-
lation at all, but simply make an appropriation, we will find
tourselves four months after the treaty of peace is announced
with no Army that we have a right to hold. We will have,
however, an organization of the Regular Army complete in its
'officer personnel. We will have a thousand and some odd offi-
jcers commissioned in the Regular Army, making it complete
'from top to bottom, and the only thing we would lack would
be men. [Laughter] I mean enlisted men. If we wounld pro-
vide, however, in this law for the immediate enlistment of men
in the Regular Army, we could enlist up to 175,000 men in the
Iline. as provided in the national defense act.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Would it take new legislation fo au-
thorize that?
| Mr. McKENZIE. It would take new legislation to anthorize
ithe enlistment.

Mr, HOUMPHREYS. No; under the law as it stands now
‘men can enlist in the Army up to 175,000 after peace has bheen
declared. We would still have a Regular Army of 175,000 men
4f we put no legislation in the bill at all. Am I not correct?

! AMr. McKENZIE. No; you are not. The Resular Army now
4n existence, with the exception of 20,000 men, would pass out.

1 Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Will the gentleman permit me to
mnke a suggestion?

i Mr. McKENZIE. Certainly.

| Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I want to call the attention of the
pentleman from Mississippi to the fact that the national defense

act specifically provides for enlistment in the Army during the
war, terminating with the war, so that if you enlist men now
you could only hold them until peace is declared. So you have
to amend the enlistment law.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. After the proclamation of peace the
men go out in four months.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. They go out immediately, and the
four months is to get them back from Europe.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. We have four months to get them back
home. They may all be back in four months after peace is
declared. Then we have authority to hold those who enlisted
prior to ihe entrance into the war, up to 175,000, without any
&fllrthe%r. legisintion. That Is a consummation most devoutly to be

sh

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Illinols -
has expired.

Mr. KAHN.
utes more.

Mr. KEARNS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, McKENZIE. Yes.

Mr. KEARNS. This Army that you are trying to raise by
vilg.::g of the bill is an addition to the Regular Army; am I
r

Mr. McKENZIE. No.

Mr. KEARNS. Then, what do you mean, in line 21, by say-
ing “in addition to the Regular Army " ?

Mr. McKENZIE. That would mean the difference between
ti;e Regular Army and that provided in the national defense
act.

Mr. KEARNS. But they all belong to the Regular Army.

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes; temporarily.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Will the gentleman from Illinois
permit me?

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. There can be under existing law
no personnel of the Regular Army except that laid down in
the provisions of the national defense act of June 3, 1916, and
amendments thereto. That is what we start with here, 175,000
men, going along to what is specifically prescribed as a tem-
porary army, in the aggregate making 509,000 men.

Mr. IGOE. Will not the 509,000 men be an addition fo the
179,000 men?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. No; what you start with is the
Regular Army, and the difference between that and 509,000
men would be complete.

Mr. McKENZIE. If my colleague would permit, they would
not be in or, rather, attached to it for a temporary period.
Aer GREENE of Vermont. They are called the temporary

my.

Mr. KEARNS. I want to know whether these 500,909 en-
Rsted qmen, when enlisted, are going to be a part of the Regular

rmy?

Mr. KAHN. A portion of them are.

Mr. KEARNS. What portion?

I yield to the genileman from Illinois five min-

Mr. KAHN. One hundred and seventy-five thousand as a
maximum.
AMr. KEARNS. And the others are not going to be?

Mr. KATIN. No; they are in the temporary \mn, enlisted
for only one year by volunteering.

Mr, KEARNS. Then I want to call the gentleumn s atten-
tion to line 11, which provides that the enlisted force of tha
Regular Army shall be raised by voluntary enlistments.

Mr. KAHN. Yes.

Mr. KEARNS. And these others need not be raised by volun-
tary enlistment?

Mr. KAHN. Ob, the gentleman should read a little further,

Mr. KEARNS. I am reading what the bill says. The gen-
tleman from California says a part of the 509,909 men will be
a part of the Regular Establishment.

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes.

Mr. KEARNS. In this bill you give the War Department
authority to raise by voluntary enlistment those that belong
to the Regular Army.

Mr, KAHN. Yes.

Mr, KEARNS. But the bill says nothing about those men
who are going to belong to the other portion.

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes; it does. It says that the temporary
force shall be enlisted for the period of one year.

Mr, BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I am sure that we would
like to hear the reasons and the theory upon which the War
Department and the General Staff predicated the necessity in
time of peace for an army of 500,000 men, whether you call it
a standing army or an emergency army.

Mr, McKENZIE. I will say to the gentleman that they
said—and I think it is their contention—that in a nation of
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this size, with our many seattered possessions, an army of
509,900 men and 28,570 officers is not an army ftoo large to
properly care for our possessions in the United States nud our
insular possessions in time of peace; and they base their judg-
ment, I presume, upon the experience of the past. Personally
I do not ngree, and I have not in the past agreed, with the
judgment of the General Staff as to the size of the Hegular
Army in our counfry in time of peace. I feel this way about
it: I have always conceded to the experts in our Military Es-
tablishment the regulation of all manner of things pertaining to
organization and to the character of the Army that we are to
have, but I do feel, and I always have felt, that it Is the duty
of the representatives of the people in the Congress of the
United States to fix the size of the Army that we shall have.
[Applause.]

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, McKENZIE. Yes.

Myr. KAHN. Does not the gentleman from Illineis remember
that the Secretary of War himself stated and restated fre-
quently to the committee that this was not intended as a
regular army, but as a “stop-gap” army. That was the ex-
presgion he used.

Mr, McKENZIE., I know he did. I know he stated that, and
I know he sald it was ounly for temporary purposes in a sense.
But I do know, and my colleague knows, that the General Staff’s
plan called for an Army of 509,909 men in fime of peace, and if
1he gentleman will read on page 18 of the hearings he will find
what the Secretary of War said, If I may have time, I just want
10 read that for the benefit of the House, so that we will know
where we stand on this proposition. It should be borne in mind
1hat we had the staff’s plan before us at the time this testimony
was given:

The CHAiRMAX (interposing). In other words, as I umlersiand It,
really this army of 500,000 {5 intended just for the transition period
until we do come back to normal conditions ¥

Beereiary Baken. That is my judgment,

The CIAIRMAN. 'I_;hen why not make this legislation temporary in-
'1"::-{-;;‘!;;?:?51:;?;: The ouly difficuliy about that is that you have made
temporary legislation which you are now having to recast. All legisla-
tlon is temporary. Every Congress has the right to change the legisla-
tion passed by its predecessor, and the fuct that this b 1l creates an
Army of 500,000 men does not disable the Congress hercafter from mak-

00,000, if they desire to do so.
mgrli:tnluunamﬁ. Ityls very much easicr to originate a bill than It is to

nes it.
X Alr. AxTiosy. On that point, Mr. Secretary, If youn raise your Regular
Army of 500,000 men, and officer it with the HRegular Army officers, in
the regular service, how are oul{;oing to reduce it after that?
Socrotary BAKER. It would reduce itself,
Mr, ANTHONY. By climinating your officers?
Secretary BAKER. By climinating the officers as they ellminate them-

Ives.
F\‘lprs Axtinoxy. Wonld that not he a difMicult thing to do?

So ary BAger, I do not think so,
u;ﬂi:ﬂ?;mxf. After you have taken these officers into the Regular

Establishment ¥
“atzmmry Baggr. I do not think so. They nre in process of climina-
1]

{:I'r. AxTHOST. It wonld take quite n wtﬂlle to get them out?
[

Secretary Bager. It wonld take some

My friends, you may be sure that it would take some time.
[Laughter and applause.] -

The CHAIRMAN., The time of the gentleman from Illinois
lias ngain expired.

Mr, KAHN. AMr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 10 minutes
more. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McKENZIL. Yes,

Mr. KAHN. Does not the gentleman know, and is it not a
fact that there was not a singe member of the Military Affairs
Committee in favor of a standing army of 500,000 men in time
of peace, nnd was not this legislation written to avoid anything
of that kind?

Mr. McKENZIE., Yes; and I am glad that my colleague has
stated that. I think it is to the everlasting credit of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs that they did not stand for that
proposition.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont.
yield?

Mr, McKENZIE. Yes.

AMr. GREENE of Vermont. I waut to ndd to what the gentle-
man has said in response to the gentleman from California [Mr,
Kanx], that part of the reason for appropriating for the mainte-
naunce of 500,000 men this year is that there would probably be
an average of that many kept through the fiscal year, when you
considered that you start the year with over 2,000,000 men,
You can not demobilize at sufficient speed so that by the time
you come to the end of this fiseal year you will not have had an
average of about 500,000 men for the year, nnyway. The second
phase of the matter, which does not run to ratios or figures, but
runs to public policles, was this, expressed concretely. It was
thought to be, and I believe it is the opinion of this Congress, an

AMr, Chairman, will the gentleman

Iu:l\\‘{me thing to put your hose up until you are sure the fire
s out.

Mr. McKENZIE. 1 thank my colleague for that statement. I
thought I had put myself in that position.

Mr. STAFFORD, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman Inform the House as
to how much of this force of 509,009 enlisted men is to be used
as an army of occupation abroad, cither in Germany, Russia, or
Siberia?

Mr. McKENZIE. I will say to the gentleman that that mat-
ter did not come before us; it has not been considered. This is
a proposition, supposed to be for an army of the United States
and the insular possessions, although it has been stated that
perhaps some of these men enlisted for the temporary army of
one year might be sent to Europe to replace some of the boys
I)‘-hrll. liave been over there for o long time and let them coma

ack.

But on that propesition I want to say this, that I think when
the day comes, unless there is some other difficulty arising on
the other side of the water, that If we load another regiment
of American boys on a ship and start them across the water for
Furope there is going to be something doing in this country.
[Applause.] I do not believe it will be necessary, and I hope
that these bhoys will be permitted to serve in this country. Mora
than that, and I must conclude my statement because other
members of the commitfee wish to speak——

Mr, KEARNS. I take it to be the hope of this committee,
I know it is with the majority of the House, at least I think
::. ils‘l }ﬂ get away from consceription, and that is the object of

1is bill.

Mr, McKENZIE. Yes; that Is one of the objects. :

Mr, KEARNS., And I doubt very seriously whether we do.
Now let us read this:

The enlisted foree of the Negular Army shall be raised by voluntary
enlistments for periods of three years, and for the additional forces
berein anthorized by voluntary enlistments for the period of one year.

Now, I am afraid that Is not clear, and I want to ask the
chairman of the committee if he would not agree to an amend-
ment of this kind:

The enlisted force of the Regular Army shall be raised by voluntary
enlistments for periods of three years, and the additional foreces hereln
S:I‘h;:;?d shall be raieed by voluntary enlistments for the period of

Ar. DENT. I will state to the gentleman that I am willing
fo accept any amendment that will make it absolutely clear and
detinite that all enlistments must be voluntary.

Mr. KEARNS. To my mind the language of the bill is not
clear and detinite, and the language which I would suggest is
absolutely clear and definite,

Mr. DENT. I shall be very glad to consider the gentleman’s
amendment when we reach the reading of the bill on that point.
I desire to make it clear, and that is the intention of the
committee.

Mr. WINGO, If the gentleman will permit, to get back to
the question the gentleman was discussing 15 minutes ago when
I first fried to atiract his attention—that is, the necessary Army
in time of peace on account of our possessions, and so forth—
the gentleman remembers his statement, I want to know if I
am correct in this Information I have that prior to this war
England with all of her possessions had a standing army of a
little over 200,000 men?

Mr. MoKENZIE. That is my understanding.

Mr. WINGO. Did not we get along with a standing Army
of 100,000 prior to the war, and we have no additional posses-
sions?

Mr. McKENZIE., We did fairly well.

Mr. WINGO. We did fairly well; yes. Now, what practical
difficulty, or rather is there any practical difficulty that pre-
vents our adopting the program of saying to England, France,
and Italy, * We are going to bring every one of our boys home
at once amd you must furnish the troops to police your own
territory of continental Europe.” What practical difficulty is
there in the United States adopting that policy? L

Mr. McKENZIE. I would simply say to my good friend
from Arkansas, in my judgment, that would be too much like
the amendment we tried to beat yesterday providing for the
authorization of more battleships in the future. What we are
doing is satisfactory to me and it is serving notice on them——

Mr. WINGO. But what is the practieal diffienlty in doing it?

Mr., McKENZIE. There Is no difiicalty in doing it. We
could say that if we wanted to—— 3

Mr, WINGO. Then what is the practieal difficulty?

AMr. McKENZIE, There is the question of wise action. We

are bringing our boys back as fast as we can, I am advised,
and certainly we bave not yet been asked to leave a certain



13208 CONGRESSIONAL
I

RECORD—HOUSE. FeBrUARY 12,

number of our troops in Europe, and when the time comes we
can seftle that question.

Mr. DYER. Does the gentleman believe that or is he quoting
the Chief of Staff?

Mr. WINGO. If we have got the shipping that they have
contended in the last few days we have, we should be able to
bring home most of our boys by the close of the fiscal year?

Mr. McKENZIE. Oh, no.

Mr, WINGO. Yes; they have more than a hundred vessels,
if the public press is to be belleved, and they can take those
and if they will load them like they londed the Rochambeau,
putting on 810 men more than its eapacity, what practical difli-
culty is there?

Mr, McKENZIE. I want to say to the gentleman from Ar-
kansas, and every Member of this House, I think we ought to
iry to exercise at least some patience and some reason in con-
neetion with this matter.

Mr. WINGO. That is the reason why I am asking if there is
any practical diffieulty; if it is not practieable T would not insist
on it

Mr. McKENZIE. We should understand that over 30 per cent
of our boys were carried to Franece in bottoms not carrying the
Ameriecan flag but in foreign ships. which they voluntarily, freely,
and gladly furnished to get our heroic boys over there to help

them win the war when the war was on; but the war is over |

now. It took well over a year te get those men Into France
even with all that assistance, and it is certain that with our
small number of vessels compared with the number we had given
to us to get our boys over,.that when it comes to bringing them
back home it will require more thme.

My, WINGO. Is that the only pracileal difficulfy in the
matter?

Mr. McRENZILE,
possible,

Mr. WINGO. 1Is that the only praectical difliculty—the lack
of shipping?

And we are bringing them back as [nst as

My, McKENZIE. Well, no; there are many difficulties in the.

way.

Mr, KAHON, Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr, McKENZIE. I yicld to the gentleman.

Mr. KAHN. T will say to the gentleman from Arkansas that
tlie President of the United States is one of the plenipotentinries
in France at the present time.

Mr. WINGO. I had heard that; so the gentleman does not
give me any information by that statement.

Mr. KAIIN. And we do not know but what lie will agree to
some provision in the pence treaty whereby he will eonsent to
keep a certain number of our men over fhere.

Mr. WINGO. My question is, Is there a practical difficulty?

Mr. KAHN. That is a practical difficnlty.

AMr. WINGO. Not from our standpoint. We can refuse to pro-
vide for an army of oecupation if we wish to do so.

Mr. McKENZIE. I will say to the gentieman from Arkansas
{hat it is not a matter to be settled in the discussion on this bill.

My, WINGO. T can not agree to that. I wanted to get the
sentleman’s Idea of the practical diffienlty.

" Alr. LAZARO. The gentleman said that there were a hun-
dred diffienlties in Dringing the boys back home. Will he please
be specifie and state what the difliculties are, in his judgment?

Mr. McKENZIE. I can not state all of them.

Mr. LAZARO. State what they are, in your judgment.

AMr. McKENZIE. T ean understand that one of them is get-
ting the troops even to the harbors of Iranee and picking out
the organizations thaf are to be sent home, the work of deo-
mobilizing them, and all that sort of thing. It is a great task
10 demobilize this army, and we simply ean not do it by word
of mouth or by our wish. God knows I would like to see them
dizcharged.

IMr. EMERSON. Is this nrmy of half a milllon men to be
used in the United States? Does {he gentleman know?

Mr. McKENZIE, Most of them ; yes.

Mr. EMERSON. T have a notion on this mililary prepared-
niess business, and I wonld Iike to ask why it would not be bet-
ter to have this army of 200,000 men and gpend the balonce of
the money in training the boys in the schools. That would give
them physical development, develop them physically in a mill-
tary way, and then we would be prepared ; because If we need
an grny we would need a large army.

My, McKENZIEL That is o matter that ean be determined
awheit we fix the Military Establistiment of {he country,

Alr. DYER. The gentleman made a statement to the com-
mittee without limitation, as I understood it, to the effect that
tle War Department was bringing back to this country our
troops in France as fast as they could. Now, does the gentle-
man desire that the committec is to understand that as u state-

ment from him based upon facts, that he knows to be facts, or
where did he get that informntion?

Mr. McCKENZIE, That is my understanding.

Mr. DYER. Where did the gentleman get that information?

Mr. McKENZIE. From statements in the press and from
statements before our committee,

Mr. DYER. Who made that statement hefore the gentleman's
committee?

Mr. McKENZIE. I do not remember, =

Mr. DENT. I will state that the officer of the War Depart-
ment who appeared before the committee on this subject was
Maj. Bettison.

Mr. DYER. And he is the oenly Information we have on that

propogition?

Mr. DENT, He has charge of the embarkation service under
Gen, Goethals,

Mr. DYER. And we have nothing from Gen. Pershing upon

the question, have we?

Mr. DENT. No.

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him another
question?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. McKexziE] has expired.

My, McKENZIE., I would like to have five minates more.

Mr. KAHN, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman five
minufes more,

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman having yielded,
he states that he has no information excepl the newspapers and
something coming before the committee, which was added to by

| the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. DeExt] when he mentioned

some major who bronght this information. That is all the in-
formation that we have that we are bringing our froops baek
as fast ns we ean. Of course, I do not want to get into any
argument over it, but I do not agree with the statement of the
gentleman. That is, I do not believe they are telling the truth
to the gentleman from Illineis or fo the Congress and to the
members of the committee. Does this bill that this committee
has brought in provide for all of these officers with their uni-
forms, who are sitting around in the various departments here,
deing no work, earning no money, and not giving over hall an
lionr a day, on the average, to the service of the CGovernmeng
for the next year?

Mr. McKIENZIE.
bilL

Mr, DYER. But they will be taken care of, instend of hav-
ing men come in and do the work who know how to do it, and
who will not wear uniforms.

Mr. KNUTSON, Can the gentleman tell us whether or not
Maj. Bettison’s information that we were bringing them back
as fust as we can was given prior to the return of the steamer
George Washington, which eame back with 1,200 vacant berths?

Mr. McKENZIE. I can not do that.

Mr. DYER. What authority have you for it? What T say
I said on my own respongibility, and if I can get some time L
will state the facis.

Mr. LAZARO, Will the gentleman yield for a question there?

M. DYER, I have not the floor.

Mr. McKENZIE. Let me finish. I will simply say to the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dyer] that we have given all
the information we have, and when we have done that we can
do no more

Mr. LAZARO. What I wanted to ask the gentlemnn was this:
What information has he when hie says the depariment does not
want to bring them baek?

Mr. McKENZIE. I decline to go into that.

Now, Mr, Chalrman and gentlemen of the committee, what-
ever may be sald ahout this proposed rider, it is simply intended
to take care of our country for the next fiscal year and gives
an opportunity in the next session of Congress, or in the vext
Congress, to consider fully the character of the permanent
Military Establishment that we will have lereafter. Aund I
want to say, for one, that I think it is wise, when we read the
newspapers and see some of the dangerous signals that are show-
ing up above the horizon in our country at this time, to keep
at least a sufficient military force to maintain order in case
disorder should come In our own country. [Applause.]

ge CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex-
» Mr. KEAIIN, I yield one minute more to the gentleman.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois is recognized
for one minute more.

Mr. McKEXNZIE. I realize, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of
{lie Honse, that the War Department hias been guilty of many
shortecomings. It has been deserving of much eriticism in many
lines. There has been waste without end, and there have been

They arve not especially menlioned in tlis
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many officers who have dishonored the uniforms they wore.
Bat, after all, when you cast aside those who have been a dis-
credit to this great Republic of ours, and when you realize that
of the 200,000 or more officers that we have had in our Army,
those who have proven unworthy are relatively few, and when
we realize what has been achieved and accomplished we can in
a moment of pride forget for the time being the man who would
reb his country in the hour of its peril or the officer who would
disgrace the uniform which he has upon him.

I hope that in the next Congress this House will have an
organization of men who will have the courage to meet the
many vexing and trying problems that are going to confront us
in the next Congress, and that when they come up for setile-
ment we will forget that some of us at times think too much of
self, and that we will rise to that place where we will stand up
with courage as real Representatives of the people and see that
the future of our country is made more secure. For if we do
not do that, gentlemen; if we go on in the mad way in which
we have been going in the past few years, adding burden after
burden to the taxpayers of this country, the day will come when
we will not be fighting enemies outside our land but we will be
facing revolution within our own land. And I hope that in the
next Congress we will have the courage not only to curb Regu-
lar Army officers and the Navy, but all the other activities of
this country that are seeking more than is necessary to protect
us in time of peace. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has again expired. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. DExT]
is recognized.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Porto Rico [Mr. Daviral.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Porto Rico is recog-
nized for 10 minutes.

Mr, DAVILA. Mr. Chairman, now that the American Nation,
on account of the termination of the war, has to confront all
the difficult problems that the great struggle has brought to the
consideration of the American leaders, now that the American
people, through their most eminent spokesmen, are advocat-
ing the liberty and freedom of the small countries, I want to
present to your consideration the Porto Rican problem which,
in my opinion, is one that ought to be decided in this psycho-
logical moment in which we are fighting for the sake of humanity
with the purpose of establishing an enduring and everlasting
peace. President Wilson has said that no peace can last or
ought to last which does not recognize and accept that govern-
ments derive all their just powers from the consent of the gov-
erned ; that no right anywhere exists to hand peoples about from
sovereignty to sovereignty as if they were property; that the
world can be at peace only if its life is stable; and that there can
be no stability where the will is in rebellion, where there is no
tranquillity of spirit and a sense of justice, of freedom, and of
right. No nation, adds the President, should seek to extend
its polity over any other nation or people, but that every people
sghould be let free to determine its own polity, its own way of
development, unhindered, unthreatened, unafraid, the little along
with the great and powerful. Porto Rico, as a small country
under the American flag, is entitled to the benefit of these great
principles to the same extent that any of the small foreign coun-
tries whose liberties have been advocated by the whole American
Nation.

The island of Porto Rico has been placed under a very pecul-
far situation. Our status under the American sovereignty
never has been definitely settled, and we know as much about
our future destiny as we know about the past. On the 25th of
‘July, 1899, the American Army, under the command of Gen,
Nelson A. Mileg, landed in Porto Rico and several months after
took possession of the whole island. On this occasion Gen.
Miles said:

In the prosecution of the war against the Kingdom of Spain by the
people of the United States in the cause of llberty. justice, and hu-
manity its military forces have come to occupy the island of Porto Rico.
They come bearing the banner of freedom, inspired by a noble purpose,
to seek the enemies of our country and yours and to destroy or capture
all who are in armed resistance. They bring you the fostering arms of
a nation of free people, whose greatest power is in its justice and
humanity to all those living within its fold.

The military occupation of the island ceased when, in the year
1900, Congress approved a law to “ Provide revenues and a civil
government for Porto Rico.”

Section 7 of this law reads as follows:

That all inhabitants continuing to reside therein who were Spanish
subjects on the 11th dai of April, 1899, and then resided in Porto
Rico, and their children born subsequent thereto, shall be deemed and
held to be citizens of Porto Rico, and as such entitled td the protection
of the United States, except such as shall have elected to preserve their
allegianee to the Crown of Spain on or before the 11th day of April,
1900, in accordance with the provisions of the trmt{ of peace between
the United States and Spain entered into on the 11th day eof April,

1899 ; and they, together with such citizens of the United States as may
reside in Porto Rico, shall constitute a body politic under the name of
the people of Porte Rico, with governmental powers as hereinafter con-
ferred, and with pewer to sue and be sued as such,

Congress at that time did not think proper to grant American
citizenship to the Porto Ricans and created a body politic under
the name of the people of Porto Rico, to be ecomposed of Porto
Rican citizens and Ameriean citizens residing therein. The
approval of this law brought about many important questions
with regards to our political status. Then came the theory
established by the Supreme Court of the United States classify-
ing the Territories into incorporated and unincorporated, in-
corporated Territories being those which have become part of the
United States proper, and not merely a part of its domain, and
which are entitled to the benefits of the Constitution, and which
are held to be as much a part of the United States as are the
States of the Union; and unincorporated Territories being those
which have not been made part of the United States and to
which Federal legislation does not uniformly extend. Porto
Rico has been classified as an unincorporated territory.

In the case of Downes v. Bidwell (182 U, 8., 287) the court
says:

We are therefore of the opinion that the island of Porto Rico is a

Temtorty appurtenant and: belonging to the United States, but not a
part of the United States within the revenue clauses of the Constitution.

Mr. Justice White, with whom concurred Mr. Justice Shiras
and Mr, Justice McKenna uniting in the judgment of affirmance,
8ays:

It 1s then, as I think, indubitably settled by the principles of the
law of nations, by the nature of the Government created under the
Censtitution, by express and implled powers conferred upon that
Government by the Constitutio b{uthe mode in which those powers
have been executed from the be:hn , and by an unbroken line of de-
his court, first announ by Marshall and followed and
expounded by Taney, that the treaty-ma power ecan not incor-
porate territory into the United States without the express or implied
assent of Congress, that it may insert in a treaty conditions st im-
mediate Incorporation, and that, on the other hand, when has ex-

ressed in the treaty the conditions favorable te incorporation, they will
f the treaty be not repudiated by Congress, have the force of the law of
the land, and therefore by the fulfillment of such conditions eause an
incorporation to result. It must follow, therefore, that where a treaty
contains no conditions for incorporation, and, abeve all, where it not
only has no such conditions but expressly provides to the contrary, in-
corporation does not arise until in the wisdom of Cnnfm it 13 deemed
that the acquired territory has reached that state where it is proper
that it should enter into and form a part of the American g
® * & And in addition, to the provisions of the act by which the
duty here in question was imposed, taken as a whole, seem to me 1y
to manifest the intention of Congress that for the present at least Porto
Rico is not to be incorporated into the United States,

The result of what has been sald is that whilst in an international
sense Porto Rico was not a foreign country, since it was subject to the
soverelgnty of and was owned by the United States, it was foreign to
the United States in a domestic sense, because the island had not been
incorporated into the United States, but was merely appurtenant thereto
as a possession.

In Kopel ». Bingham (211 U. 8., 468) it was held that Porto
Rico is a completely organized Territory, but not a Territory in-
corporated into the United States. This doctrine was reaffirmed
in the cases of American Railroad Co. of Porto Rico v. Didrick-
sen (227 U. 8., 145) and Porto Rico v. Rosall (227 U. 8., 270,
274).

These are the most important decisions of the United States
Sopreme Court construing the act of April 12, 1900, * tem-
porarily to provide revenues and a ecivil government for Porto
Rico,” known as the Foraker Act. The Boston court of appeals,
sustaining the same doctrine in a recent decision, says:

Porto Rico is at least a possession, and thro its organized govern-
ment and under the organic act of April 12, 1800, has many of the
essentials of litical entities known as Territories, but, notwith-
standing that, the substantial fact remains that it is an insular piece
of ground, with a considerable population, many miles at sea and
widely separated from the States and Territories of the Government
which is charged with the responsibility of seeing that there Is a civil
gcrvernment in the island. Therefore, without mueh regard to the re-

nement of the question as to which it Is, it is the faet that it is an
insular possession or an insular territory, whichever it is, far removed
from physical relations with other Territories and possessions, and with
no physical relation to any of the States, * = =

The Foraker Act was practically repealed by the act of Con~
gress approved on March 2, 1917, “ to provide a civil government
for Porto Rico, and for other purposes.” By this act American
citizenship was granted to the cifizens of Porto Rico. The pro-
visions of this organic act to this effect read as follows:

That all citizens of Porto Rlco, as defined by section T of the act
of Atpril 12, 1900, “ temporarily to provide revenues and a eivil govern-
ment for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” and all natives of Porto
Rico who were temporarily absent from that island on April 11, 1889,
and have since returned and are permanently residing in that island,
and are not citizens of any foreign country, are hereby d , and
shall be deemed and held to be, citizens of the United States: Provided,
That any person hereinbefore deseribed may retain his present political
gtatus by making a declaration under oath of his decigion to do so
within six months of the taking effect of this act before the district
court in the district in which he resides.

On the approval of this law the question of the political status
of Porto Rico came again under discussion. Carlos Tapia was
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arrested charged with the crime of attempted murder. He ap-
plied for a writ of habeas corpus to the United States District
Court for Porto Rico, alleging that Porto Rico being a Territory
incorporated into the United States he could not be legally held
for trial without the presentment or indictment of a grand jury.
Tapia was represented by his lawyer, and the attorney general,
an American who has the legal representation of the people of
Porto Rico, appeared before the court, sustaining that the new
organic law has shown a clear and aflirmative intent not to
incorporate Porto Rico as a Territory; and that the provisions,
in connection with the granting of collective citizenship, that
citizens of Porto Rico could retain their status as Porto Rican
citizens and decline to accept American citizenship, makes the
incorporation of Porto Rico as a Territory of the United States
under the Jones Act impossible. The Federal court in an elabo-
rate decision leld that Porto Rico was incorporated into the
United States by the new law. The Supreme Court of Porto Rico
arrived to the same conclusion in a similar case. Both cases
were brought to the consideration of the Supreme Court of the
United States, and on January 17 and 21 of 1918 the Supreme
Court reversed the judgments of the insular courts upon the
authority of the cases decided in construction of the Foraker Act.
No opinion was delivered in these cases.

Mr. MASON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
a question?

Mr. DAVILA. Certainly.

Mr. MASON. Then, as I understand your statement, under
the act of Congress you are a citizen of the United States,
the Porto Rican is a citizen of the United States, but under
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States they
decline to give you the constitutional right of a trial by jury
or to defend against an indictment when no grand jury has
been called?

Mr. DAVILA. Yes, sir. That is the position we are in.

Mr. MASON. So that while you are a citizen of the United
States, you have not the constitutional protection of a citizen
of the United States?

Mr. DAVILA., We have not the right in Porto Rico to be
tried by a grand jury, because the Constitution of the United
States, according to the Supreme Courf, does not extend to
Porto Rico.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, DAVILA. Yes.

Mr. DYER. Has the gentleman presented any bill so that
Congress might legislate and recoup this error and do what
I feel Congress intended to do originally?

Mr, DAVILA. I will explain my view. My position is that
the Congress of the United States must decide what the
United States intends to do with the people of Porto Rico.
We ought to know what our position is. I think we are en-
titled to know what will be the fate of the people of Porto Rico.

These decisions of the Supreme Court clearly show that the
high tribunal considers the position of Porto Rico at present as
it was under the Foraker Act, that no change has been operated
in our status with the granting of the American citizenship to
the citizens of Porto Rico, and that therefore we are yet an un-
incorporated territory. So, after 20 years of American domina-
tion, we have not been able to know what the Congress of the
United States intends to do with us, and we are speculating
about our future, some people advocating for independence,
others for statehood, and others for self-government. We are
not to be blamed for the different views that are striking our
minds. It is not our fault. If there is any fault at all, that be-
longs exclusively to the doubiful position adopted by the Con-
gress of the United States. According to the Supreme Court,
we are an organized teritory, but not incorporated into the
United States. The high tribunal has established a distinction
between organization and incorporation. Our status, therefore,
is extremely peculiar. Are we foreigners? No; because we
are American citizens, and no citizen of the United States ean be
a foreigner within the boundaries of the Nation.

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DAVILA. Yes.

Mr. QUIN. Does the gentleman believe that the United States
ever intended to make Porto Rico a part of the Union and place
it in the position of a State?

Mr. DAVILA. I do not know the intention of the United
States, but I think the people of Porto Rico are entitled to know
their fate. I think we are entitled to know your views, in order
that our people may know what to expect of the American people
and what course you are going to follow. [Applause.]

Mr. CURRY of California. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield? .

Mr. DAVILA. Yes. ;

Mr. CURRY of California. I think the American people did
intend to make Porto Rico a part of the United States, as far as
the Territory is concerned, and I would suggest to the gentle-
man that in drawing up an organie act it would be well to fol-
low along the lines of the act ereating Alaska and the Sandwich
Islands; and if he introduces such a bill in this House it would
undoubtedly be passed by the Congress and signed by the Presi-
dent, and it would relieve the situation entirely.

Mr. DAVILA. I see the point of the gentleman.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Porto
Rico has expired. :

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman
desire more time?

Mr. DAVILA, Yes.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Would the gentleman desire 5 min-
utes or 10 minutes?

Mr, DAVILA. T would be glad to have 10 minutes.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I will yield to the gentleman 10
minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Porto Rico is recog-
nized for 10 minutes more.

Mr. DAVILA. Are we a part of the Union? No; because we
are an unincorporated Territory under the rulings of the
Supreme Court. Can you find a proper definition for this organ-
ized and yet unincorporated Territory, for this piece of ground
belonging to but not forming part of the United States? Under
the ruling of the courts of justice we are neither a part nor a
whole. We are nothing, and it seems to me, without eriticizing
the wisdom of this policy, that if we are not allowed to be a
part of your organization we must be allowed to be a whole,
with our own government and our own flag. [Applause.]

Our position is entirely different to that of the Philippine
Islands. You have not granted to these people the American
citizenship, and they have your promise, the solemn and reliable
promise of the people of the United States of recognizing their
independence in a reasonable period of time. They know what
their future is; they see a definite solution as to the permanent
status of their islands, and we are ignorant of our fate and
placed blindfolded in the path of our destiny; and we are
entitled to know what will be the fate of the people of Porto
Rico. We are asking for a definite solution, and the Congress
of the United States must satisfy our wishes as soon as pos-
sible, because the policy of the past is inconsistent with the
American prineiples and with the views expounded by the great
leaders of the Nation in the present crisis of the world.

The two great political parties of Porto Rico are divided in
their views. The Republican Party claims for statehood and
the Unionist Iarty, which is the majority party, claims for full
self-government in the present and independence for the future.
Now, if it is your intention to decide the future of Porto Rico
without taking into consideration the opinion of the inhabitants
of the island, you must express your views, to the end that the
people of Porto Rico may know the course you are going to take
and what to expect in regard to our future political welfare.
In my judgment the fate of a couniry ought not be decided
without a proper consultation with the people affected by the
decision, in accordance with the right of self-determination,
about which so much has been sald. You may submit to a
plebescite or referendum the question of our political status if
you think that our country is entitled to express its opinion in
a matter which has for us an extraordinary importance, be-
cause it carries with it the decision of our fate. I expect that
the people of Porto Rico will not be deprived of this right, and I
am sure that this Congress and this Nation will receive with
the greatest respect the opinion of our country, very small in
territorial extension and population, but as great in justice and
humanity as the most powerful couniry on earth. [Applause.]

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DAVILA, Yes.

Mr. KEARNS. What is the public opinion in the island of
Porto Rico? Do the people want to be made a State, or do
they want to set up an independent government of their own?

Mr. DAVILA. Opinion is divided. The Republican Party
favors statehood. The Unionist Party, which is the majority
party, demands self-government at the present and independ-
ence in the future, when the people of the United States will
think that it is proper to grant independence to the people of
Porto Rico. But really I can not say what is the opinion of a
majority of the people of the island. I can not say whether a
majority of the people is in favor of statehood or in favor of
independence. It may be that statehood will carry, or it may
be that independence will carry the country. I do not want to
advance any opinion, although I presume the results,
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Mr. KEARNS. Does the United States to-day exercise the
same control over Porto Rico as it does over Alaska and the
Hawalian Islands?

Mr. DAVILA. There is this difference, that Alaska is a
girir: of the United States, and we are not a part of the United

ates,

Mr. MASON. The Constitution is in Alaska.

Mr. DAVILA. The Constitution of the United States is in
force in Alaska, and the Constitution of the United States is
not in forece in Porto Rico.

Mr. WELLING. Will the gentleman state if he knows how
many white people there are living in Porto Rico to-day?

Mr. DAVILA. We have more white people than you have in
the city of Washington—two-thirds white people and one-third
negro people.

You may be sure that we will not take any steps in conflict
with the American interest. We love this Nation, we love your
institutions and your ideals, and know, that whatever would be
the definite status of Porto Rico, whether statehood, independ-
ence, or self-government, we are forever united to your people
by the ties of common affection which are more powerful and
stronger than the ties of force,

There is a strong sentiment in favor of independence in the
island. In spite of this, however, we have refrained ourselves
from expressing this sentiment during the war, devoting our time
entirely with all our resources to help the United States in the
great struggle against the central empires. The American ad-
ministration in Porto Rico seems not to understand our position
and refuses to recognize the right of the natives to defend our
,ideals, believing that he who advocates for the entire liberty
''of his native country is a traitor to the United States. There is
a great distinetion between the Americans who live in this coun-
try and the Americans residing in Porto Rico. The people here,
unselfish and humane, receive our views with sympathy, but the
most part of the continental Americans residing in Porto Rico,
thinking perhaps that every right granted to the native is a
privilege lost by them, are enemies of our liberties and desire to
keep control of the public affairs. The island of Porto Rico
has always being loyal to the United States and in the present
crisis the entire population, whether favoring statehood, inde-
pendence, or self-government, has been so enthusiastic in behalf
of our cause that I dare to say that no State of the Union has
been more patriotic and loyal to the United States than the peo-
ple of Porto Rico. [Applause.] The continental Americans there
think that because we are American citizens we can not defend
our independence without being guilty of the crime of treason.
I want to quote the language of Mr. Barcelo, president of the
Unionist Party, in a statement made by him to a reporter of
the newspaper La Democracia. Relating to the meaning of the
American citizenship in Porto Rico, Mr. Barcelo says:

It has for us the same meaning that it has for a citizen of New York

or of Kentucky. It means that we Porto Ricans are joined individually

and collectively to the destiny of the American Nation; that it is our

duty to respect its soverelgnty and to glorify its through all its evo-
lutions ; to acknowledge and respect its authority in international life
and at all times and f aces to defend as our own the honor of the United
the consideration; all the respect, ail the Justice mad ail T Teerty
which belong to an American citizen, R s
This is our duty while we are American citizens, but as we are
not incorporated into the United States and the right of self-
determination has not been taken away from us, it is not treason
.at all for a native of Porto Rico to defend the independence of
his country. The American citizenship is for us a privilege of
‘which we feel very proud, but I want to state here that if this
Congress arrives at the conclusion that the independence of
Porto Rico is the only practical solution in the interest of the
Nation and of the island of Porto Rico, our people will be as
loyal to the United States as they are at present, ready always
to do their bit in favor of the American principles and of the
American Nation. Our sentiments have not been understood by
the Americans residing in the island. I am going to offer you
an example of the attitude taken by the administration there,
Some time ago a number of students of the University of Porto
Rico sent a petition to the House of Representatives requesting
the approval of a resolution asking independence for the people
of Porto Rico,
The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. DAVILA. I should like to have five minutes more, be-
cause what I am going fo say is very important.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I yield to the gentleman five min-
utes more,

Mr. DAVILA. The commissioner of education, Dr. Paul G.
Miller, an American born in the State of Wisconsir, when in-

|

formed of the attitude of the students, wrote the following letter
to the dean of the university:
CHARLES W, St. JOHN,

Dean University of Porto Rico, Rio Pedras, Porto Rico.

MY Dear Mg, ST, JoHN: Bometime g‘y attention was called to
the fact that certain students of the versity had sent a petition to
the House of Representatives formally requesting that a certain resolu-
Eglx"t be lﬂmugﬂl 80 as to make a definite demand for the independence of

0 0,

Since this request is made b{spersons who are American citizens, and
at the time when the Nation is being exceed.lngtil{rmmful to scrutinize
the loyalty of all its citizens, you are hereby ected to furnish me
with a list of any members of the nating class of the normal school
who may desire to enter the t g I shall not appoint or
approve the nomination by school board of persons concerning whose
lo{nlty to the United States of America there may be any doubt. Please
let me have the list.

As you see, this American, born in the continent, thinks that
it is a crime for a Porto Rican to defend the iniependence of
his island, and, acting as the Kaiser of Germany, has destroyed
the careers of the members of the graduating class who signed
the petition. These young men have devoted ths most precious
time of their lives to their education, and when they expected
to receive the reward of the efforts made in the school the com-
missioner of education asks for the list of their names, with the
purpose of depriving the students of the right of serving their
own country as school teachers. The punishment imposed by,
Dr. Miller upon these students is entirely unjustified. They
have not done anything to deserve it. They have merely asked
the insular legislature to send a petition to the Congress of the
United States for the independence of their native country.

“Let me have the list,” says Dr. Miller in his ukase to the
dean of the university; and I should say that the proper thing
to do is to send to the President a list with the name of Dr.
Miller and all American officials who have acted in the same
way, to the end that they be immediately removed from the posi-
tions they hold against the will of the Porto Rican people.

Dr. Miller has been strongly criticized for his undiplomatie
attitude toward our people in the past, but in spite of this erit-
icism I had considered him as a good commissioner of education.
I am sorry that his present attitude compels me to change my
mind. He has acted in this matter as a true autocrat, forgetting
that there is a flag in Porto Rico which protects our rights, and
that under its shade it is entirely impossible to sow the doctrines
of kaiserism. He believes that because we are American citizens
we have been deprived of the right to defend the liberty of our
country, and I think that a man who does not believe in freedom
and justice and who does not advocate the independence of his
country is utterly unfit to be an American citizen, In this con-
nection I want to quote the remarks of Senator VARDAMAN when
the Senate was discussing our present organic law. On that
occasion Senator VARDAMAN said:

There were some eloguent statements made before the committee.
One young man appeared before the committee, with whom I was greatly
impressed, who pleaded for the independence of Porto Rico, for the right
to govern their own country, for the sanctity of their home that had been
invaded and the sovereignty over which been taken from them ;
but, recognizing the fact which any well-informed man who understands
the Anglo-Saxon disposition in dea]inﬁﬂwith subject Provinces will
recognize, that independence is im e, and since independence is
not going to be given them the ma ty of them expressed a desire to
come in under the terms of this bill,

If the question of independence were submitted to them to choo<a
between being a dependency of the United States or having their inde-
pendence, I do not believe 1 per cent of them would vote to become a
part of the United States. If they should do otherwise, they would
prove themselves utterly unfit for ci ship in a free country, for
& man who does not desire to be free and in.ded&?endent has not the
;{Imbnnts in him essential to the making of a rable citizen of this

epublic,

Now, Mr. Chairman, if it is a crime to defend the independence
of our native country, I confess myself guilty of such a crime,
because I have that ideal in my heart, and if I sacrifice it for
the present it is only for the welfare of my country and because'
of the confidence that I have in the justice and humanity of the
people of the United States.

1 want to present to you another example of the attitude of
the administration in Porto Rico, or, rather, of some people ¢on-
nected with the Government. Some days ago the Navy censor in
Washington received a copy of a message sent to a member of
the British Parliament by the Porto Rican Independence Associ-
ation. This copy was forwarded to Washington by the wireless
station of Porto Rico, and reads as follows:

From : Radio, 8an Juan,
To: Nav. cen., Washington.

Referred from San Juoan, P. R., January 24, to Sir James Brown
Chaves, member British Parliament, London, England :

“ Porto Ricans wishing independence being great majority in this
country agreed in mass mee to cable you our gratitude for your
noble petition to Premier Lloyd George to consent to the right that
assists Porto Rico in accordance with the principle malntained by the
great Wilson to have a place among the free countries of the world,”

PorTo RICAN IXDEPENDENCE ASSOCIATION,
By V. M. ALCARAZ,
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. This is the message received by the Navy censor, but as a
corollary to it comes a report from the radio station, which
reads as follows:

“Alearaz is the secretary of this association which has wide mem-
bership in Porto Rico and which is spreading revolutionary propa-
ﬁ‘}?ff]ﬂ, and is active in creating anti-American feeling among Porto

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to emphatically deny that there is
any kind of revolutionary propaganda in the island. Porto
Rico is the most peaceable country in the world. We have
never had a revolution in our country, even in the times of the
Spanish Government under which we suffered so many injus-
tices. We need not appeal to violence or disorder to defend our
ideals, beeause under the American institution all changes in the
system of government can be brought about in an orderly and
Jawful way. I have not any information about this association
which has just come into existence, but if either Mr. Alearaz or
his associates try to create anti-American feeling among Porto
Ricans they will lose their time, because the people of Porto
Rico have sufiicient common sense to reject any suggestion
which is caleulated to create antagonism between Americans and
Porto Ricans, between this Nation and our people, whose love to
this country is beyond question.

If there is any Porto Rican capable to entertain any anti-
American feeling, leave him alone with all the responsibility
of his acts, because he who hates this Nation does not love
his own country, does not work for our welfare, since our happi-
ness largely depends on the cordial relations and mutual under-
standing between the two countries, and does not deserve either
the respect of Porto Rico or of the American Nation. It
would be an ingratitude on our part to sanction with our
approval a policy of hate and discontent against the American
peeple, and the natives ¢ Porto Rico are not ungrateful. Our
loyalty to this Nation is a sufficient answer to this report, which
has the sinister purpose of casting suspicion upon the people
of Porto Rico.

I sent a cable to Mr. Barcelo, president of our senate, asking
information about this association, and in reply he says that
there does not exist in Porto Rico any anti-American feeling,

The report from the radio station says that this Independence
Association has a wide membership in the island, This state-
ment is entirely untrue. Although the sentiment for independ-
ence in Porto Rico is strong, no political association outside of
the political parties has wide membership in the country, and
neither the Republican Party, which is fighting for statehood,
nor the majority party, which is fighting for complete self-goy-
ernment at present and independence as a definite solution,
will authorize any movement which may interfere with the
friendly relations existing between the two countries or which
may diminish the affection that the people of Porto Rico feel
for the United States.

I do not indorse the attitnde of this Independence Assoclation
in the message sent to a member of the British Parliament.
We do not want to complicate our problem with international
intervention. We realize that we do not need to appeal to
I'rance or to England or to any organized power in order to
obtain liberties for our own country. The peace conference is
a great tribunal, indeed, but there is no greater tribunal in the
world for the adjustment of our rights than the American Con-
gress, and it is here in this place, before the Representatives of
the Nation, where we must come with our case, in the entire
confidence that justice will be done to the people of Porto Rico.
I am grateful to Sir James Brown Chavez for his petition in
favor of our liberty, but my gratitude does not go so far as to
encourage him in his efforts to obtain a place for Porto Rico
among the free countries of the world. This is a matter which
belongs exclusively to the American Congress, and the people of
Porto Rico, with full confidence in your wisdom and straight-
forwardness, place in your hands the solution of their destiny.

I want to make a personal statement, expressing my own
views, and although I am not sure of the indorsement of the po-
litical parties organized in the island, it seems to me that the
majority of the people of Porto Rico will agree with my state-
ment. If it is not your intention to make of Porto Rico a
State of the Union, if you think as the Boston Court of Appeals
that we are an insular piece of ground, with a considerable
population, far removed from any physical relation with the
States and Territories; if you think that on account of our
differences in language, ethnology, and habits we can never
form a part of the American federation; if we can not be a
star in that glorious heaven of blue with its stripes of red
and white; if we can not be a vital living part of the Nation we
love and want to serve; if that concession can not be granted
to us by the land that is always the friend of the helpless and
small, then we must demand that the American people give us

the freedom that is our God-given right. You have but two

alternatives—statehood or independence. It is impossible to

arrive at any other conclusion under the American Government,

Here you have the Porto Rican flag [showing the flag] with only

one star, made, by the way, by an American girl who has three

brothers in the service In France. Were I to see this star form-
ing part of the American constellation, with the same dignity
and greatness as the 48 stars of the American States, I would
feel very proud in considering my island a part of the Union.

[Applause.] But if this star can not be associated to yours in

this beautiful and glorious emblem [pointing to the American

flag], then leave it alone in the Porto Rican flag and let me love
my own emblem with the same pride that you love your Star-

Spangled Banner. I hoist it on the floor of the House before the

representatives of the American people. And when it will be

raised on the publie buildings of Porto Rico this flag will have for
us the honor and privilege of having been hoisted for the first
time in the American Congress, which is the highest peak of
human justice. Quoting the language of Representative Masox,

I should say that the American flag is the most beautiful em-

blem in the world, but that it will never look so beautiful as

the day in which it comes down to make room in the Porto

Rican sky for the Porto Rican flag. If that day comos I am

sure that our relations will be still more friendly than they

are to-day. The American flag may come down from our publie
buildings, but it will live forever in our hearts, and it will
have our affection and devotion, because we need and want to
live under your protection, and for this and for your sense of
justice you are enttiled to our love and gratitude. [Applause.]

As Mr. Mason said in his speech on the floor of this House on
January 17, the great hindrance to civilization has been the
ungodly desire of one man to govern another man without his
consent, the ungodly desire of one people to govern another
people without their consent. If you want to follow these
principles and give full recognition to the right of self-determina-
tion, you must consult the people of Porto Rico before adopting
any definite solution ; but if you think that this consultation will
not be of value at all and that on account of the conditions I
have stated the concession of statehood is impraeticable, al-
though it may be asked by a portion of the people of Porto Rico,
then the only practical solution is the ultimate independence of
the island, granting in the meantime full self-government powers
to the people of Porto Rico. [Applause.]

Under the authority granted me to extend my remarks I
want to print in the Recorp the following article of the Journal
of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin of New York of January
29, 1919:

WHERE DOES PORTO RICO STAXD IN UNITED STATES™—ISLANDERS PROTEST
BEING TREATED AS FOREIGNERS—CLAIM THEY HAVE BEEN TREATED AS
ALIENS UNDER THE WAR REGULATIONS AND WAXNT THEIR RIGHTS AS
AMERICANS LEFINED,

“Is Porto Rico a part of the United States? Such is the issues
being raised by many of the inhabitants, as well as Americins inter-
ested in trading with the islanders, and a survey of the situation ap-
{)esrs to leave considerable basis for com;;]luint on the I]]Jal't of the
erritorials. One of the plainest spoken champions of the island is
Salvador Ferrer, of this city, who feels that the American Government
is 'Plnyln% an especially double-faced part toward Porto Rico.

Now that the political rights of small peoples are being so freely dis-
cussed, it is quite petrinant to examine the case of Porto Rico,” he sald,

** What is the ?oliticnl status of Porto Rico after 20 years of Amer-
ican domination Is the island a part of the United States; good
enough United States territory to appliy to it our fariff, income tax,
and navigation laws, and all the very important laws enacted by the
Congress during the recent European war, or foreizn territory when-
ever official Washington so chooses to rule?

“Let us look into the treatment that is being accorded to I'orto
Rico, two decades after we wrested it from Spain, . The following are
some facts nabout a few of the recent regulations in our relations with
Porto Rleo, borne patiently during ihe fighting in Europe, but which
should call forth energetic Protest now that hostilities have ceased:

“The food-conservation law is in force in DPorto Rico, but when,
faced by a ‘bone-dry' prohibition law that went into effect last March,
Porto Rico tried to send here distilled spirits imported or mannfac-
tured before September 8, 1917 (just as Boston or Chicago might have
done), and the Attorney General of the United States gave us a sample
of legislation by administrative interpretation, ruling that Porto Rico
was to be considered foreign in this instance, and shipments were not
allowed to be made. :

* Censorship of mails, cables, ete., between the United States and
foreign countries was established by virtue of the trading-with-the-
enemy act. In other words, under the assumed authority of a law
Porto Rico has been treated, as regards cable censorship, precisely as
if it were a foreign country. This unjust procedure compels the use
of a few general cable codes and means an inerease of four or five times
the prewar cost of cabliuf. which is at the enormous rate of 50 cents
per word. It would be idle to attempt to estimate the heavy losses
oceagioned by the long delays, amounting sometimes to one and two
weeks in the receipt of cables, as well as by the absolute nondelivery
of many messages sent from here and from Porto Rico, even from a
loyal and respectable American Louse to another. And when complaint
about it has been made, a curt answer that ‘no information is avail-
able’ is all that has been vouchsafed; and scnders lose the cost of
transmitting a message never put on the cables,

“Tn the meantime cable letters from Cuba, not a possession of the
United States, costing only about 4 cents a word from Habana and
about 8 cents a word from other places, have frequently come through
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in less than 24 hours, simply because they were given immediate
attention, whilst Porto Rico messages, being in code, had to walt days,
until it was found convenient to decode them.

* Furthermore, during the entire war there has been no restriction
to telegraphic or postal correspondence with the Dominion of Canada
and even messages by wire about sallings of ships from here an
from Canada, with names, dates, destinaticon, etc., passed freely, not
excepting the period of the plmtfca.l Hun visitation of undersea boats
last summer. Can we be expected to believe that Congress intended
that Porto Rico should be treated as foreign soil and Canada domestic
in these matters?

“The War Department’'s reports show that when the armistice was
gigned Porto Rico troops were in the fighting line with those from
Florida, South and North Carolina, yet in the casualty list of our
Army abroad, classified with those from British West Indies, Canada,
England, France, Italy, etc, we read: ‘Men of foreign countries—
Porto Rico: Sergt. Santiago Cintron, Cayey, died of wounds.’

“The consumption of refined sugar in Porto Rico has not yet war-
ranted the heavy investment in a sugar refinery, hence they must
bring the refined Hroduct from here. Nevertheless, several weeks ago,
when removing all restrictions in the sale of refined sugar to manu-
{?icturera here, the Food Administration specifically excepted Porto

0.

““Vhat is to be the answer tc these questions? That human nature
will continue to be the same everywhere? That the strong will con-
tinue to take advantage of the weak? Unless our officials I{nro::l:l::utiy
adopt a very different attitude toward the people of Porto Rico, for-

tting that we are big and they are small, there can not exist much
f:ith in our oft-expressed solicitude for the preservation of the political
rights of humanity.”

. Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I will ask the gentleman from

- Pennsylvania [Mr. Craco] to use some of his time.

- Mr. CRAGO.
[Mr. HersEY].
« Mr. HERSEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
revise and extend my remarks in the Recorp.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the request of the gen-
tleman is granted.

Mr. HERSEY. Mr. Chairman, during the closing days of the

I yield 30 minutes to the gentleman from Maine

. Sixty-fifth Congress both Houses are working day and night
- under the administration whip to put through the great appro-

priation bills for the support and maintenance of the Govern-
ment, the building up of the greatest Navy in the world, the
preparation for a great standing Army of 500,000 men.

In addition to this, there is proposed the enactment of many
laws to provide for the Government control of the railroads,
telegraph and telephone lines, as well as Government owner-
ship of everything in general. There is pressed for considera-
tion with great haste, to avoid a special session, bills appro-
priating vast sums of money for world charity; and on the
heels of this come from nearly every department a multitude of
schemes, plans, and projects purporting to be in the interest
of the returning soldiers.

One department has a scheme involving billions of dollars
for buying up the swamp lands of the South and the arid desert
lands of the West, to drain the one and to irrigate the other,

and out of them to create farms and build houses and barns,

as well as provide farm machinery, and then mortgage and
turn these all over to the returning soldier—who never farmed
in his life—as a reward for his services in France.

Another scheme would build highways across the Nation at
great expense of labor and materials in order to give employ-
ment to the soldiers, who do not care to work upon the high-
ways. Others would meet the returning soldiers with a little
purse of the Government of some six months' pay and build a
triumphant arch at the Capitol and allow them to keep and
wear the old clothes they wore in the trenches.

Those of us who have talked with the soldiers who have
returned from France and the battle fields and who have seen
real service there understand at once that he does not ask
for nor desire the charity of the Government; he does not ask
nor expect the treatment accorded a pauper or a mendicant.
He wants no farms or rewards because he fought for his coun-
try and his flag, but he does desire, and he demands at the hands
of the Congress, justice for the wrongs that have been heaped
upon him during the past war. I say wrongs, for the greater
portion of the soldiers and officers of the National Guard in
the American Expeditionary Force in Europe that went upon
the battle fields and through the hell of battle and won the
world war have been wronged more than any other soldier
since the days of Rome.

Those of you who listened to or read the speeches of the gen-
tleman from DMassachusetts [Mr. GALLivAN] made upon the
floor of the House on January 13 and February 1 must have
been stirred to the quick by his eloguent recital of the wrongs
done by the War Department to the officers of the National
Guard, and especially to those who belonged to the Twenty-
gixth Division, from New England. And what was true of New
England was true of the whole Nation. The wrongs committed
against the Twenty-sixth Division have been committed against
all the officers of the National Guard that won immortal and
imperishable glory for American arms.’ . L

I want for a few minutes to call your attention further to
this great injustice by way of supplement to the eloguent

speeches of the gentleman from Massachusefts. When the
armistice was signed November 11, 1918, we had in France
under arms something over 2,000,000 men. About one-half of
these, or more than a million, were on the fighting line in the
trenches and on the battle fields contesting every inch of ground
of the enemy. The other million was in reserve. They had
never been in the fight and were waiting to be called, but the
call never came. The million men who were in the fight and
in the great battles that commenced in June, 1918, and con-
tinued until November were made up largely of the National
Guard units of the Nation. In direct command on the field of
battle, without scarcely an exception, were the officers of the
National Guard. They had been educated in the National
Guard organizations of their own States, served in the Spanish-
American War, and had seen service also on the Mexican border,
and were prepared when the ecall came from Gen. Pershing:
“For God's sake, send us men!”

Among the million men in reserve of the American Expedi-
tionary Forces were another class of officers called the “ Regu-
lars.” They had been educated at West Point and in training
camps and military schools of the Nation. They had never seen
real war service. They had had no experience in battle and
they did not desire any real service. They had secured through
influence noncombative positions in the commissary and other
departments of the service, where they would be safe in place
and position, where they could only be exposed to danger in
case there arose such an emergency as would call out every
resource. They were diligent and faithful in watching the
progress of our fighting troops. Day after day they closely
watched those brave boys “ on the fighting line ” push back the
Huns toward the Rhine. They knew long before the people
of this Nation knew that the war had been won. They knew
along in the first days of November that there was to be very
shortly an armistice and that the war was about to close, when
suddenly there came a radieal change of officersall along theline,

Officers of the National Guard, from generals down to lieu-
tenants, were demoted and removed from their commands only
a few days before the armistice was signed. They were sent
back far in the rear to Blois, a town called the “ canning fac-
tory,” in France, and their places were filled by these * Regu-
lars,” who had never seen real service, whose motto was
“ Safety first,” and who had received commissions not for serv-
ice but by reason of a pull. They, of course, wanted the position
after the battle had been fought, and obtained it that they might
return at the head of the victorious troops to this country and
be received under triumphant arches as the heroes of the war,
leading and commanding the boys who had won these battles
under the leadership of the National Guard officers, who had
now been demoted, discharged, and disgraced.

The war correspondent of the Washington Post, George Roth-
well Brown, one of the most reliable correspondents of a great
daily, in the issue of January 27, 1919, explains this great in-
justice to the officers of the National Guard in the following
language:

In the little town of Blois, halfway between Bordeaux and Parls, in
one of the loveliest parts of France, is the “canning factory” of the
American Expeditionary Forces, the place of heartaches and tears.

They don't ““can ' tomato soup here, but officers of the overseas army
who have been tried and found wanting, A large percentage of the
100,000 American officers in the Expeditionary Forces, considering that
we had not been long in the war, passed through the ordeal prepared for
them at this place and came out broken, sullen, and sometimes resentful.

It was here that the system was operated whereby the Army was rid
of officers who had not made good or who were charged with not having
made good. While the war was on there was no more dreaded place
than this in all France, no more bitter fate for officers at the front or
in important posts in the “ 8. 0. 8. than to be * ordered down to Blois.”

It was through this place that the National Guard officers, who were

relieved of their commands, were obliged to pass. It is a place of hated
memory. i

» » = * . * »

Courageous men who led thelr soldiers in battle against the Huns
have emerged from this inquisitorial chamber shattered wrecks, in tears,
crushed, humiliated, and broken in spirit. Others have come out like
roaring lions, swearlng vengeance.

Officers who were ordered before the board of Blois and who were
found incompetent and recommended for discharge were discharged in
France, and returned to the United States without any military status.
When they stepped foot in Ameriea they were not soldiers, but civilians,
This was cleverly conceived, to prevent these officers from having their
cases reopened, through olftical influence or otherwise, in Washington,
This is one reason why the “ canning factory ™ system has been so effect-
It has been frankly admitted to me that some
the kind who might show fight—were deliberately kept in
France, although not needed there, to prevent them from *starting
something " prematurely. !

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Will the gentleman yield? >
Mr, HERSEY. I can not yield at present. :
Mr. Chairman, the many officers of the National Guard who
were removed under these peculiar circumstances were dumb-
founded and amazed by this strange treatment. The minor

officers were disregarded and discharged and allowed to find

|
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their way home as best they could with scars and wounds and
broken bodies, and, worse than all, disgraced and humiliated.

A few of the higher officers in the ranks demanded to know
the reasons for their removal, and some of them were given what
purported to be the reasons for their discharge. The charges
were all the same, from the generals down, as follows:

1. His qualifications as a soldier are poor,

2, Lack of force and aggressiveness.

3. He permitted the members of his regiment to fraternize with the
enemy.

4. lIrt is not known that he ever performed any military service well,

Gen. Cole, of Massachusetts, of the National Guard, was de-
moted with the rest. He was a man of great political influence
in his State and Nation. He had recently been candidate for
governor in his own State and had many powerful friends at
court. He was able to get his record up to Gen, Pershing, and
the general at once wrote the following decision:

Fraxce, November 30, 1918.
m: A .

?ooz ‘Bri .dj(ggl.l tcfﬁiﬁ”ﬁfé'é?é’.“c’miﬁmgimmmn Post

., American Expeditionary Forces.
ef from Fifty-second Infantry Brigade.

1. I am directed by the commander in chlef to inform you that upon
his personal examination of the papers representing the facts mddg%t
to your relief from command of the Fifty-second B de, he is of the

n that the facts did not warrant your relief, that you be rein-
stated to your former brigade.

2. Accordingly orders will be issued in the near future.

By command of Gen. Pershing,
RoserT C. DavIs,

1 Adjutant General.
Mr. LARSEN, Mr, Chairman, in due consideration of the

House, I do not feel that the gentleman is discussing any

issue before the House or any part of this bill, and I there-

fore make the point of order that the gentleman is not dis-

cussing the bill.

_ The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that under general

debate the gentleman is not required to discuss the bill,

.Mr, LARSEN. I did not understand that the rule so pro-

vided,
It is the understanding of the Chair that

The CHAIRMAN,
it does.
. Mr. LARSEN. If the rules of the House so provide—
| The CHAIRMAN. That is the understanding of the Chair,
' .1M1;. LARSEN, Does the Chair rule that the rules so pro-
yide
The CHAIRMAN, Yes; the gentleman from Maine will

Mr. HERSEY. The minor National Guard officers were dis-
graced and discharged and allowed to find their way home as
best they could. Many thousands of the officers of the Na-
tional Guard who had been demoted and discharged at the
close of the war found it was impossible to get their appeals
to Gen. Pershing. Gen., Leonard Wood, a prominent officer of
the National Guard, had long before this returned to this
country to give place, as his friends believe, to an officer of
the Regular Army in France, Gen., Edwards, a brave and most
efficient officer of the National Guard, in command of the
Twenty-sixth Division, had been removed after he had been
through all the battles and he has returned to his home in New
England. Col. Logan, who commanded the One hundred and
fourth United States Infantry, and Col. Hume, who was in
command of the One hundred and third United States Infantry,
bold splendid soldiers and efficient officers of the National
Guard, and who had led their men successfully through all the
battles, were removed a few days before the signing of the
armistice and sent to the “canning factory” at Blois, and
there they were not able to get their record up to Gen. Pershing
for review.

{ I desire at this time to call your attention to the case of
~one National Guard officer who was removed and demoted on
the 6th day of November last, the armistice being signed on
the 11th. This case is not much different from the rest; and
‘while I speak of him more particularly, as he is my neighbor
and friend and I know about his life and his work, I am speak-

. ing for the thousands of other officers who have been demoted
and disgraced under the same circumstances.

Col. Frank M. Hume, of my home town, is in the prime of
life, well educated, earnest, aggressive, honest, brave, every
inch a soldier. For 25 years he was an officer of the National
Guard of my State. In 1898 he was in command of the First
Maine Heavy Battery in Cuba in the War with Spain, was
recommended as captain of the United States Volunteerg for
service in the Philippine Islands after the War with Spain, but
was unable to go on account of sickness.

From July 4 to October 20, 1916, he was colonel of his
regiment, located on the Mexican border on a front of 100
miles, and made there a splendid record, as appears in the
reporis of his superior officers.

~ Office 71
Bubject : R

~

April 15, 1917, a few days after we declared war against
Germany, his regiment was called to guard railways and
bridges, tunnels, and terminals in the State of Maine, where he
performed valuable service until August, 1917, when he was
placed in command of the One hundred and third United States
Infantry, made up of New England men, largely of the National
Guard, and went overseas and to the front, where from June
until November 6 of last year he was constantly on the battle
line, gassed and wounded, but persisted in remaining at the
head of his command, leading his soldiers through every battle,
his record all these times being marked “excellent,” and three
times he was recommended for promotion to the rank of briga-
dier general by his commanding officers,

I will not encumber the Recorp by the many honors that he
has received from his superior officers during these battles,
but I wish to insert in the Recorp this one general order:
[Eighth Army, 32d Army %:r?es Staff, 3d Bureau, No, 3,094, General

r No. 131.]

ol 5 ST HEADQUARTERS, June I8, 1918,

n June as Garma.ns,
reinforced by units tnrf)m snmgtﬂbamtt;uon, a.ttackl,e‘;“ :gugy“ﬁt;ﬁt%
front line of the Twenty-sixth American Division at Xivray and
Seicheprey. The enemy was everywhere thrown back immediate
counterattacks, leaving numerous dead on the terrain and 10 prisoners,
L Drtins artlun. e, the: ot biuae !t Thi- Tty Ssts
Divislon, and particularly to the O hundred and thita Regiment, Gor

This operation shows the nnquestionable superiority of the American
soldier over the German soldier. It also gives an idea of all that may

be expected of these magnificent troops when the entente, in its turn,
takes the offensive,

C nding the Thirt Gm‘dpissm?:’

ommandin ¢ rty-second Army Corps.

Offictal ; # = g 3ints
A MAxcIN,

The Chief of Staff.

To be read to companies.

On November 6, when the battles had all been won and every-
one was rejoicing that peace had come, Col. Hume was sud-
denly removed from his command by these foolish and senseless
charges filed by a regular officer who had never met him, an
officer who had been to the front less than 24 hours, who had
seen no service and knew nothing about the charges that he
filed, except that they were the “ usual ones.”

Gen. Pershing has found these charges unfounded and he has
restored Col. Hume to his command, and he will return home
with the boys that love him and trust him and honor him. He
will return to a people that believe in him and who will see
to it that every wrong against his record is righted.

That this injustice to the Natiomal Guard officers of our
armies might be without a parallel when they were removed
an order was at once issued that there should be no more
promotions, so as to deprive the National Guard officers who
had been removed from being promoted by reason of the record
they made on the battle fleld. 5

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. HERSEY. No; I can not yield at the present time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. HERSEY. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
GArLIvAN] has called the attention of the House to these
things in two splendid speeches. He fold the truth. No Re-
publican could have presented the matter before this House
without being accused of politics. I thank the gentleman from
Massachusetts. He has performed a great service to his party
and to his country. Neither I nor any other Republican could
get the papers and records up to Gen. Pershing. The remarks
of Mr, GArrLivAn in this House on these two occasions have
resulted in the sending of the papers in many cases up to
Gen. Pershing; and so Col. Logan, Mr. GALLIVAN's neighbor and
friend, has been reinstated. Gen. Edwards has been rein-
stated. My friend, Col. Hume, has now been reinstated; but
there are thousands of officers who have left the “ecanning
factory ” and returned home in disgrace because they would
not wait; and the papers can not go up to Gen. Pershing unless
the Congress takes the matter in hand.

The people of this country demanded that such an unjust
order be changed, and it was changed by the Secretary of War
in this way, that promotions could be made hereafter, but such
promotions should not be made “ merely as a reward for past
servjces-"

Another order has been made that no soldier returning from
France should be allowed to wear his medals given him by a
foreign power; and so these Natlonal Guard officers returning
from France, broken in spirit, wounded, gassed, disgraced, with
medals given them by France for bravery on the battle field,
can not wear them here. They can not be promoted, because
there will be no more promotion “ merely as a reward for past

services,”




1919.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

3215

I wish to say this in conclusion: I plead for the boys over
there in the Twenty-sixth Division and for the boys of the
National Guard all over the United States that keenly feel
the disgrace and humiliation that has come to our Armies by
having the National Guard officers demoted and relieved of
their commands without cause. I am pleading to Congress to

- right this awful wrong. There are thousands and tens of thou-
sands of the brave boys from the National Guard “ over there,”
dead on “ Flanders Field.” Their silent and voiceless lips are
pleading to you to right this great wrong. Every grave is
calling to us:

Take up our quarrel with the foe!
To you from failing hands we throw
The torch; be yours to hold it high.
If you break faith with us who die,

‘We shall not sleep, though poppies grow,
In Wlanders Seide. s 1" :

[Applause.]

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. OLNEY].

Mr, OLNEY, Mr. Chairman and Members of the House, in
these days of caustic criticism, when we are criticizing even
the Commander in Chief of the Army and the Navy, the War
Department, the War Risk Insurance Bureau, it is time to con-
template that there is one subject upon which we can all
agree, We all place our stamp of approval upen the humani-
tarian work of the American Red Cross Association. [Ap-
plause.] I am going to ask the patience and indulgence of the
House—and I wish there were more Members present—while I
diverge from the topic under discussion and give you some
facts which were given to me through the courtesy of Mr.
Fitzgerald, of the American Red Cross Association.

When Mabel Boardman was before our Military Affairs Com-
mittee early in 1916 she announced that there were 27,000 mem-
bers only in the American Red Cross Association, and she
pointed out to us at that time—March, 1916—that Great Britain
had 750,000 members in its Red Cross Association; Austria,
about 1,000,000; Germany, 900,000; and even Japan with a
membership of 1,000,000. An appeal was made to the United
States to increase the membership to a million, and the drive
was then and there begun. The membership of the Red Cross
to-day, according to the latest returns, is approximately
20,000,000 loyal Americans, not including several million school
children, members of the junior organization.

I recall that three years ago I became a life member in
this association by paying $25. I invite all Members of the
House to become life members of the American Red Cross
Association.

The personnel of the Red Cross shows that there are about
17,000 persons employed in national, divisional, and foreign
headquarters, of which about 13,000 are paid workers and
4,000 volunteer; and of the total number, about 9,000 were
engaged in Red Cross service overseas. These figures do not
include the great army of volunteer women workers employed
in Rled Cross chapter rooms throughout the counfry during the
war; their number has been estimated at 8,000,000.

From the beginning of the world war the American Red Cross
extended relief, but participation in war activities in a big way
dates from May 10, 1917. When President Wilson appointed a
Red Cross war council of seven members, headed by Henry P.
Davison, of New York, to direct the relief work, the council’s
first task was to secure an adequate war fund, and the week
beginning June 18 and ending June 25 was set aside by the
Red Cross for the collecting of the $100,000,000 war fund, which
was oversubscribed by $12,000,000. A Christmas membership
drive in December of that year netted $24,500,000 and a second
war fund of $100,000,000, asked in May, 1918, was oversub-
seribed by $76,000,000.

The Red Cross mission sailed for France June 2, 1917, and
the relief work among those who had been holding back the
German hordes for so long was organized and the groundwork
l1aid for helping the American soldiers soon to be pouring across
the "Atlantic. In this country men and women from all walks
of life volunteered for Red Cross work of all kinds, from knit-
ting garments for the soldiers to nursing at the front.

Great camps and cantonments were springing up throughout
the United States, and in all of these, as soon as mobilization
began, the Red Cross was at work ministering to the wants of
the soldiers. It is conservatively estimated that while Ameriea
was engaged in the war, about a year and a half, 10,000,000
Americans were knitting various kinds of articles for the sol-
diers and sailors; that about a year's supply of the American
Svool market was consumed, or about 130,000,000 pounds of
wool. And it is further estimated that the gratuity furnished
by American men and women for the prosecution of the war,
and materials furnished, amounted to $2,500,000,000. As

America’s participation in the war increased the field organiza-
tion of the American Red Cross, its work expanded in propor-
tion, as may be judged from the fact that in France alone over
$22,000,000 was expended by July 1 last, not including $13,000,-
000 of supplies then on hand for future use, while over $25,000,-
000 was appropriated for the ensuing six months. But the
work was by no means confined to France, for expenditures
and appropriations up to January 1, 1919, in other countries
were as follows: Italy, about $17,000,000; England, $11,000,000;
Belgium, $3,400,000; Switzerland, $2,300,000; Russia and Si-
beria, $8,500,000; Serbia, Greece, Roumania, and Palestine,
about $10,000,000. The American Red Cross campaign to enlist
nurses, which has entailed expenditures and appropriations of
$2,400,000, is one of the brightest chapters in the history of
the organization’s war work. Up to October 1, 1918, 30,000
nurses were enrolled in the Army and Naval Nurse Corps Re-
serves, of which over 17,000 are caring for soldiers and sailors.
Among the Red Cross actlvities that have proven of the utmost
value in maintaining the morale of both the soldiers and their
families are those of the bureau of communication and home
service, Through the bureau of communication 20,000 families
have been kept in weekly communication with relatives over-
seas and at least 10,000 weekly have been kept informed of the
condition and whereabouts of soldiers while in this country.
[Applause.]

The work increased greatly with the signing of the armistice,
the number of letters handled weekly by the bureau reaching
almost 100,000 at the present time. Through this bureau also
was carried on correspondence with the American prisoners in
Germany.

More than $6,000,000 has been spent or appropriated for camp
service, whereby several hundred canteens have been establisheid
in camps, on railway lines, and at embarkation points, in addi-
tion to numerous other means of providing comforts for the
soldiers, over 50,000 women volunteers being engaged in this
work alone. In conjunction with this work, the department of
military relief of the Red Cross rendered signal service when
the influenza epidemic hit the great Army camps and canton-
ments last fall, providing medical and other supplies. The im-
portant services rendered by the American Red Cross in that
emergency has been officially recognized as having saved the
lives of many men. Throughout the country, since the United
States entered the war, there have been formed units of women
volunteer motor corps, composed of public-spirited women own-
ing or able to drive automobiles, who have performed noteworthy
service of many kinds. At all hours of the day and night they
have cheerfully responded to calls, transporting sick and
wounded and Red Cross workers in ambulances and in their
own machines,

To-day the war work of the American Red Cross is far from
complete, although hostilities have long ceased. Until demobili-
zatlon is complete the organization will continue to minister to
American soldiers and sailors, at home and abroad. Nor is this
all, for it has played an active part in reestablishing the soldier
in life, assisting in the reconstruction of the maimed, the reedu-
cation and suitable callings for those whose injuries unfit them
to take up their old vocations,

Maj. Gen. M. W. Ireland, Surgeon General, United States
Army, says that victory in the great world war was largely due
to the American Red Cross Association.

The American Red Cross knows no creed, color, or race, and
all loyal Americans are eligible to membership. Miss Clara Bar-
ton, a native of Massachusetts, Red Cross nurse during the Civil
War, administered to the sick, suffering, and wounded on both
sides, and she became the first president, prior to an act in 1882
through the United States Senate which ratified the Red Cross
Society and gave official status to the American association.

Our association has been asked to become guardian ef the 100,-
000 Russian prizoners still in Germany, and it has cheerfully ac-
cepted the task imposed upon it. Red Cross activities and assist-
ance were continued effectively in civilian disaster during the
world war.

From national headquarters there were distributed $125,000
for the Halifax disaster, $100,000 for Minnesota forest fire suf-
ferers, $500,000 for the influenza epidemiec, and a half million
dollars more for other exigencies.

In these days of criticism it is most gratifying to observe, and
we can all agree, that the machinery of the American Red Cross
is well oiled and is running smoothly and without a hitch night
and day. We can not pay too high a tribute to the Red Cross
for what it has done, is doing to-day, and in its plans for the
future.

Fair and just eriticism of the usual pedce-time methods of the
War Department impelled it to summon to its assistance many

of the big business men of the Nation, including Baruch, Schiwab,
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Eidlitz, Hurley, Taft, Hughes, Thorne, and others too numerous
to mention.

The dilatoriness in settling allotment cases has been corrected
to a remarkable degree under the able supervision of Col. Henry
D. Lindsley, Chief of the War Risk Bureau. When will the
daily publication of our casualty list come to an end, is a ques-
tion often put, I submitted such a query to the Secretary of
War a month ago and he then said, “ About two days longer.”
The lists have been published ever since and the end is not yet in
sight, some days with a column of names and other days nearly
or a full page in the daily newspapers.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetis has expired.

Mr, OLNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman from
Nebraska to yield me a little more time. '

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, Mr, Chairman, I yield the gentle-
man five minutes more.

Mr. OLNEY. It is needless to say that I shall support the
‘Army appropriation bill providing for an Army of 29,579 officers
and about 510,000 enlisted men, which seems necessary during
the period of demobilization, which legislation is temporary, and
which provides for a Regular Army of 250,000 and 250,000 under
the volunteer system, with optional enlistments of from one to
three years.

Continunation of the increased war pay for enlisted men and
provision for the promotion of officers and men for meritorious
conduct recommended for such before the signing of the armi-
stice are important features in this bill which should meet with
the unanimous approval of the Members. I can not conclude my
remarks without referring to the splendid heroism and gallantry
of the New England division known as the Twenty-sixth, which
distinguished itself in most of the important battles of the great
war in the spring, summer, and autumm of 1918; and the names
of Maj. Gen. Edwards, Brig. Gens. Cole and Sherburne, and Col.
Logan are officers whose names are household words through-
out New England; and while this division will return to Amer-
fca with regiments sadly depleted, companies skeletonized, the
people of New England are looking forward to the day when the
fighting Twenty-sixth will disembark in Boston Harbor.

For the information of the New England Members who may
be present, I may say that proceedings have been started to
bring the Twenty-sixth Division back to New England. There
are three processes, The first starts from the point where the
soldiers are. Then there is the order of priority, and then there
is the eonvoy from the port of embarkation. The first procedure
might be classed as preparation, and the Twenty-sixth Division
has already begun preparations to leave France, and should land
in New England or in New York at the port of disembarkation
within two months.

The whole Nation is clamoring for the immediate return of
our boys in France, and let us hope they will be allowed to come
back as expeditiously as possible and in conformity to the status
of the world peace.

Our committee builded wisely in providing for an Army of
550,000 officers and men, so that a sufficiently large force can
exchange places with our soldiers who have borne the brunt
of the fighting since the United States became an active par-
ticipant in the great conflict.

I do not believe that we will get so many men to volunteer
as we provide for in this bill, but I am entirely satisfied myself
with an Army of praetically skeleton strength, an Army of
150,000 men, as I see a chance in a small Regular Army to
secure for this country some day universal military training
of which I have been an advocate for three years in this House.

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I left?

The CHATRMAN, The gentleman has three minutes lefi.

" Mr. OLNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have heard it said, and it has
been carefully estimated, that it costs to run Congress $20 a
minute, and in order to save the fime of this Congress I am
going to yield back $60 to the chairman of the committee.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. HuxeerEYS having
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the
Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, its enrolling clerk, announced that the
Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of conference
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15140) making appropriations
to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1919, and prior years, and for other purposes,

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL.

The eommittee resumed its session.
Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Nebraska [AMr. SHALLENBERGER].

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend
to take any of the time of the committee in the consideration
of this bill, but some questions and points have been raised
that I thought I would like to express my views upon. I have
been upon this committee now for four years, and it is inter-
esting to recall that the first appropriation bi'l I helped frame:
four years ago carried $100,000,000. The appropriation of two
years ago, before we entered into the war, had increased to
$267,000,000. Those were both peace-time appropriations, show-
ing the tendency to increased appropriations for the Army,
even in time of peace. Now we are coming before this Congress
and asking for a peace-time appropriation of $1,100,000,000.
There is no contention, nor was it stated to your committee, that
this money had been estimated to take care of the Army in
Europe. On the contrary, it was constantly stated to the com-
mittee that the estimates were based on an Army to be main-
tained in the United States; and the action of the committee in
reporting the amounts carried in this bill was based upon the
idea that we did not believe, as the gentleman from Massachu-
setts has just stated, that we could raise 500,000 men by volun-
tary enlistment for a peace-time Army. We do know that we are
confronted with the fact that there will be a considerable Army
remaining of those raised to fight this war after the 1st day of
July. So as the basis for appropriations, and not with the idea
that we were fixing any definite policy, we finally agreed to ap-
propriate the money that the War Department asked us for ; and
yet I think it is fair to state to the House that the War Depart-
ment did ask us for this money in this bill to pay for an organi-
zation that was hereafter to be an Army for use in the United
States. The issue, as I view it, is this: We know that we have
to appropriate this money, and I want to say that I have
no illusions that this money is all that we are going to appro-
priate for military purposes during the next fiscal year. I
think that we will have to have a very large deficiency appro-
priation in addition to this to take care of the Army that will
be on our hands before the end of the next fiscal year, but the
committee attempted to draft a rider on this bill that would pro-
vide for a temporary Army only; and I am not sure that the
committee drafted the kind of legislation that this Congress
wants to adopt. My judgment all the time has been that all this
Congress ought to do is to reenact a provision for the enlist-
ment of men voluntarily in the Regular Army, which was done
away with during the war, and allow this Army to be recruited
by voluntary enlistment, and appropriate the amount of money
asked for in this bill; and we would then give them legislation
to build the standing Army in conformity with requirements
and provide for the immediate demobilization of the Army that
we have raised to fight this war, ;

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, SHALLENBERGER. I will '

Mr. GARNER. Glancing at the provisions of this bill and
the provision for the organization of an army by enlistment for
three years under the act of 1916, which is 175,000 men——

Mr, SHALLENBERGER, Yes, !

Mr. GARNER. Then the bill provides for 500,000 men—or,
rather, putting the two enlistments together, 500,000. Now, if
you leave out the second provision, what would be the effect of
that?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The effect would be that we would
endeavor to raise a standing army of something like 175,000
men. That would be provided for under the Hay bill, and the
organization of that army would be in conformity with the act
of June 3, 1916.

Mr. GARNER. Now, can the gentleman tell us exactly how
many troops would be in the Regular Army after the Army,
was demobilized from war strength?

Mr., SHALLENBERGER. The Hay bill—that is, the exist-
ing law for the Regular Army—contemplates in peace times an
organization of about 175,000 men, and in time of war it is
provided that those units shall be expanded to war strength,
which,would provide something like 250,000 men.

Mr. GARNER. Then, for instance, four months after peace
is declared by the proclamation of the President all troops go
out except certain who are obligated to serve under their
enlistment in the Regular Army. Now, how many troops will
there be—

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. We were told something like
40,000 or 50,000 would remain.

Mr. GARNER. So we have got this kind of a state of af.
fairs, that you can leave out the provision of this bill, as re-
ferred to the last provision, and when you demobilize the Army
four months after the proclamation of peace we would have
between 40,000 and 50,000 men in the Regular Army. Then
you would have under the standing law authorization for the
enlistment up to 175,000 men?
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Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Not under the present law. The
present law by special act provides that enlistments since the
declaration of war should be for the period of the war only.
Now, we onght, in my judgment, to enact a law that would
provide for reenlistments as contained in the amendment of the
gentleman from California [Mr. Kanx], for three years, so as
to enable them to raise a standing army of the full number
provided for under existing law.

Mr. GARNER. I agree with the gentleman. Now, let me
get this pretty well in my mind. If you demobilize the Army
after four months' period there would then remain between
40,000 and 50,000 in the Regular Army?

Mr. SHALLENBHERGER. Unless we have some legislation.

Mr. GARNER. If some legislation is not had at that time,
would not they still have authority to go on and enlist men ap
to the 175,000?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. But when peace is declared these
men are immediately discharged.

Mr. GARNER. After their discharge when you have no legis-
Intion, has not the War Department authority under the Hay
Act to enlist men up to 175,0007

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. It was the statement of the best
legal authority we could get in the Judge Advocate General's
Office that that would not be the fact.

Mr. GARNER. Then we must have law?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER., To authorize again three-year en-
listments.

Mr. GARNER. If you will put the first provision in your
bill and leave off the one-year enlistment, will you have au-
thority to bring it up to the 175,000 men?

Mr., SHALLENBERGER. I will say to the gentleman I pre-
pared an amendment, in face of the possibility that this pro-
posed legislation might go out, to provide for the reenlistment
of men voluntarily for the three-year period exactly as pro-
vided for in this act and to enact that into legislation and no
more, so far as the Army for the United States is concerned.

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield further?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I will

Mr. GARNER. I asked the gentleman from Alabama what
this money was fo be used for we propose to appropriate in this
bill, whether it was to be used to pay troops in France, and he
said it was. Now, from reading the bill, I have not had time
to go through it thoroughly, but from a reading of this bill I
do not believe you have authority to pay troops in France out
of that money appropriated in this bill. They are to be paid
now out of the lump sum, are they not?

Mr., NBERGER. They are to be paid for out of
the Army appropriations.

Mr. KAHN. If the gentleman will yield, they are paid out
of the Army appropriation bill of last year, which provided for
the pay of the Army. This bill likewise provides for the pay
of the Army but for the fiscal year 1920. There is no such
thing as a lump-sum appropriation. The military appropriation
bill fixes the pay.

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield further?

Mr. SHALLENBERGHER. Of course.

Mr. GARNER. Does the gentleman from California think
that we carry sufficient appropriations in this bill to pay the
Army in France and in this country for the fiscal year 18207

Mr, KAHN. I think we do; yes. I think that was the pur-
pose of the committee. It was certainly the purpose of every
member of the committee to appropriate enough money to pay
for the running of the Army for one year, and one year only.
Of course, that is all we could do under the Constitution; but
the commiitee apportioned the money in such a way that we
believe the entire Army that will have to be carried until the
end of the next fiscal year can be paid out of the appropriations
carried in this bill.

Mr. GARNER. You do not anticipate any deficiencies, then,
to take care of the Regular Army in 19207

Mr. KAHN. I do not.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The gentleman from California
and myself disagree on that proposition. I agree with him
that so far as the commitiee is concerned it had in view exactly
the state of affairs which he suggests. But I do insist that the
estimates, so far as the committee is concerned, submitted to
us by the department were not for the support of an army in
Franee, but for an army in the United States.

Mr. GARNER. Your understanding is that the appropria-
tion made in this bill is to take care ¢f the army in the United
States?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. If they can raise if.

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Yes

AMr. KAHN. How would you pay the army in France if you |

did not pay it out of the money appropriated in this bill?

Mr, SHALLENBERGER. I will say to the gentleman that
we appropriate to pay the Army, but I still insist it is my de-
liberate judgment that we have not enough pay in this bill
to pay the Army the United States will have to pay in the next
fiseal year. -

Mr, KAHN. Does not the gentleman recognize the fact that
the 500,000 men provided for in this bill are to be in France,
or part of them are to be in France, during the next fiseal
year?

The CHAIRMAN.
has expired.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I would like to have the gentle-
man yleld to me about 10 minutes more.

Mr. FIELDS. 1 yield to the gentleman 10 additional min-

The time of the gentleman from Nebraska

utes.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I wanted to touch upon another
subject, and that is the constant eriticism that has been made on
this floor of the conduct of our Army and those in charge of our
Army in Frarce. Speeches and statements have been made here
on this floor, I am sorry to say, that amount to assaults upon
our Army in France, either directly or by innuendo and implica-
tion. The charge has been made that cliques and favoritism
are rampant in our Army overseas. I know that when we be-
gan this war we were without experience in a conflict of the
kind that confronted the world. We had no generals who had-
had training in great wars. The President of the United States,
in his judgment, chose a man to lead the armies of the United
States in Europe. I know that the President himself has stated
that he realized that we had no commander who had ever fought
n great battle; that it had to be a matter of judgment and trial
and experiment who should be selected to lead. He chose the
man that he believed, from all the reports brought to him, was
the man best fitted to com.aand our Army. He gave him abso-
lute power, as a military commander, and sent him to France.
He went there with a very small Army; for the first four or
five months only a single division—a mere handful. That man
was upon trial. We never had been able in former wars to
choose a man as leader of our forces at the outset and have
him prove by experience that we had chosen the right man
at the first trial. There has not been a nation engaged in this
war that was able at the beginning to choose as its commander
a man that could stand the trial of the battle field, the one final
test of & military commander, except the Government of the
United States. Germany had the nephew of her former great
marshal, von Moltke, as her first leader. He failed and died in
disgrace. And then came Falkenhayn, and after him Hinden-
burg, and they were found wanting before the end, and finally
Ludendorff was defeated and fled, a failure and a fugitive. -

The British tried one commander after another, belted earls
end titled lords, men of great position and reputation were -
placed at the head of that army. One after another they were re-
moved from supreme command. They were {ried in the balance
and in the judgment of those in authority were found wanting.
France tried one leader after another and they falled, and
other men were put in their places. But the United States
still has in command of her armies the man that our President
chose when we commenced the conflict. Polities has always
been rife in military matters in all of our prior wars, Presi-
dent Wilson has not permitted it to weaken or interfere wiih
our great military effort in France. Gen. Pershing was one of
the newest major generals in the Army. We sent the Chief of
Staff and other generals who outranked him over there to
judge of what he was doing. Congressmen visited the battle
fronf, men of every station in life went there to view the work of
the Army. And every returning visitor from general to private
citizen has said that our Army was a marvel of efliciency and

CCess.

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman has reference to Gen. Per-
shing?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. There has been some discussion or doubt
as to who has been responsible for the condnet of the war in
France; that is to say, after the troops landed in Franee under
whose jurisdiction and under whose organization, and who got
up that organization, and who is responsible for the whole
thing in France.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I will say that Gen. John J, Per-
shing, the commander in chief of the United States Army there,
is responsible for it. And he has performed his duty in a
way that has won the admiration of the world, so far as that
is concerned. [Applause.]

Mr. GARNER. Now, then, the gentleman from Maine [Mr.-
Hersey] was indicting the so-called “ canning factory” in
France. Gen. Pershing is responsible for that?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I do not think there was any “ can-
| ning factory.”
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1 Mr. GARNER. That is what they termed it.
| Mr, SHALLENBERGER. That is the newspaper talk.

Mr. GARNER. The newspaper criticisms of the Army in

France must finally go back to Gen. Pershing. Is not that
irue? .
. Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 1 will come to that in a little
while. I was saying that the Commander in Chief of the Army
had to build up his Army from the ground up. Just as the
President of the United States had to choose a commander in
chief, Gen. Pershing had to choose his officers for important
posts and try them out. Those men who are said to have been
demoted, who have been referred to on the floor here, were
largely men of the Regular Army. Gen. Edwards was referred
to by the gentleman from Maine. In his speech the other day the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GArrivax] put in the Rec-
oRD a statement from Gen. Edwards, which I consider a splendid
definition of the proper procedure for officering an army in time
of war. Gen, Edwards said:

Battles and war service in the face of the enemy, the supreme test of
war, were what selected, so far as lay in my power, its licutenants
its captains, its majors, and its colonels. One or two battles piek
out these officers, and there was no question as to their selection.
'he controlling element was leadership, the greatest factor in choice
for command, and frequently the factor that is given the least credit
in military schools and colleges.

It is wonderful and informing what can be done in six months with
30,000 men if politics, prejudice, and favoritism ave eliminated and
the only. thought is patriotism and service,

' In my judgment politics and prejudice were eliminated from
the conduct of our Army in France, but I am afraid we are try-
ing to get polities and prejudice into it over here.

., Mr. GARNER. One word. The gentleman from California
J[Mr, Kaux] said the troops were paid in France out of the ap-
propriations made. They were paid out of a lump sum.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I hope the gentleman will permit
me to finish, and then I will let the gentleman occupy his time.
I know that there is a great disposition to find fault and to
bring in here stories of those who feel that they have been neg-
lected or badly treated and abused, and things of that sort.
But war is a terrible thing, and the men who have conducted
‘our war over there have fought it out upon principles that are
‘supremely American and with officers along the lines laid down
in Gen. Edwards's statement. Unless those intrusted with au-
thority had had the courage to displace men whe ought to have
{been retired, not only because of lack of courage but for physical
reasons and temperamental reasons in some cases, we would
'have failed, and Gen. Pershing would have failed as a military
commander if he had not exercised that authority.

I know, gentlemen, how easy it is for men to complain after
the war is over.

If I had a boy who was in that Army, I would not like to
hear him complain because in the terrible struggle the bread
cart or pay wagon had not always kept up with the advancing
lines. Kven if he had marched through mud and mire to get
to the battle field, marched at night because it was death to
the command to march in the daytime, and after struggling
through mud and mire over the most difficult terrain in all the
battle line in France, and finally at midnight had to take his
place on the firing line, and at daybreak next morning to go
over the top, I would not want him to come back and tell me
how bad the road was or short the food or irregular the pay.
I would expect him to say, “ It was war; it was hell.” “ Hell *;
and repeat, as Sherman said. “The German Army was tough
meat, but we ate 'em up; we ate 'em alive.” [Applause.]

When Gen. Pershing landed in France it was asserted that
this Hun army was invincible, That was the statement we
heard constantly repeated when Gen, Pershing went over there.
He said from the first the Hun army was not invineible, it conld
be defeated, and he proved it. He was the first commander of
a great army who sald frankly, “I am ready to take orders
Trom the commander in chief of the allied army.” When he
said to Gen, Foch, “I offer for your command all my forces,
and will go wherever you tell me to go,” he brought unity of
command to the allied army, and that brought final victory to
our forces. [Applause.] :

They told us the Hindenburg line could not be broken through.
But finally, in July, we got about 200,000 men on the fighting
line, and those men showed at Chateau-Thierry and all the way
to the Ainse what our Army could do in battle. TFinally, at
St. Mihiel, in September, we got an American Army at the
front, commanded and directed throughout by Americans, and
in three days’ time they wiped out that St. Mihiel salient,
which had stood there for four years like a Gibraltar in the
German lines, and sent the Germans back to their last line of
defense. [Applause.]

It was said we could not get through the Hindenburg line or
get around it, because one flank of it rested on Switzerland

and the other on the North Sea. The ery was, * You will have
to fly over it or dig under it; you can not go through.” But
these men who are being criticized here did not go under it or
over it or around it, but they went through it. [Applause.],
For four years the German military engineers had been building
an impregnable fortress in the Argonne Forest, but in four
weeks’ fighting our army under Pershing destroyed that obstacle,
They went right through, and they won the war. [Applause.]

It is true a lot of brave men died, but in my opinion we saved
a million lives by winning this war a year sooner than it would
have been won without an American Army under the leadership
of our great commander. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska
has expired.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Chairman, T yield five additional minutes
to the gentleman.

My. SHALLENBERGER. I will not want all the five minutes,

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska is recog-
nized for five minutes more,

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I only want time enough to say
that I think the American Army in this war has achieved the
most marvelous record of any army that ever fought in the
whole tide of time. American democracy was on trial in the
final arbitrament of nations. The world was the stage. All the
other combatants staggered and halted in the fray. America's
Army under Pershing made good, and democracy triumphed. I
was somewhat humiliated the other day when I read in the
publie press an item to the effect that a Member of Congress
had sent a eablegram to Gen. Pershing and had said in that
message something like this: “ Some one in Washington is
criticizing you,” and asking him if he did not want to have an
investigation made into his conduct of the war. That would
be like investigating the Duke of Wellington after the Battle
of Waterloo or Bonaparte following Austerlitz. '

The Ameriean people are mighty proud of our Army in France
and the matchless record it has made. I do not think Amerlea
wants her honor and her flag to be besmirched now by having
investigations or complaints made for political or partisan
advantage, and I protest against it here to-day. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the remainder of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska yields back
his unused time,

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. Masox].

The CHAIRMAN,  The gentleman from Illinols is recognized
for 10 minutes,

Mr. MASON. Mr. Chairman, during the statement made by
the Resident Commissioner from Porto Rico [Mr. Daviza] I was
moved to make a few suggestions. I now ask the privilege to
revise and extend my remarks. ;

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there ob-
jection?

There was no objection. .

Mr, MASON. Mr. Chairman, it was my good fortune in an-
other chamber to have something to do with the organic law
of Porto Rico. That organie law was drawn by the late Senator
from Ohio, Mr. Foraker, whom I considered one of the great-
est constructive law writers or statesmen I ever knew, and I
pay that tribute to him now.

What we have seen here to-day is what will always occur
when we try to make other people happy our way. In our
declaration of war against Spain we promised to take no ter-
ritory. We passed what was known as the Teller amendment,
which promised to give Cuba back to the inhabitants of that
island, and we have kept our word. If anyone had thought of
the geography of the case, the sentiment of the people was such
that they would have amended that declaration to include the
Philippine Islands, Porto Rico, or any other territory then
under the dominion of the Spanish Government. But after
that hundred-day war the desire for a carpetbag government
overcame our people. I had the pleasure of sitting for four
hours and hearing the decision of the Supreme Court of the
United States in the insular cases, and the absolute absurdify
of the situation shown here to-day is the natural result of the
decision of that court, which ruled that a ship going to Porto
Rico with a cargo was foreign trade and coming back with the
same cargo was coastwise. To-day in Porto Rico you have this
situation: You have passed a law making Porto Ricans Ameri-
can citizeng. You remember the decision in the insular cases,
which held that the Constitution did not follow the flag. The
eloquent statement made here to-day by Mr. Davira, if I under-
stood him aright, and I think T did, for I have heard something
of it before, was that -when a man who is a citizen of the
United States residing in Porto Rico applies for a writ of
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habeas corpus, demanding either a jury trial or indictment by
a grand jury, the Supreme Court of the United States, follow-
ing its old decision that the Constitution was not there, denics
to the Porto Rican, who is made an American citizen by your
act of Congress, the right of trial by jury or any other of the
guaranties of the Constitution of the United States.

I simply wish to say in passing that this is what many of
us suspected would come. Whenever we start in the wrong
way, whenever we start to establish a government over people
without their consent, something of this kind is likely to
happen. It is said that Porto Rieo accepted our sovereignty.
Yes; so she did, at the point of a gun. But if you will read
the statement that Gen. Miles made on the day the people of
Porto Rico acecepted our sovereignty you will see that therein
was the same promise that was made by Dewey to the Philip-
pine Islanders when we took possession of that country.

I simply rose to say that this man who speaks for the Porto
Rtican government to-day [Mr. Davira] asks simple justice. He
says they love this country. They have raised armies, they
have volunteered to fight in this war. He wants his Porto
Rico to take a place as one of the stars of our flag; but if you
are going to refuse him that you ought at least to give to the
people of the island a star of their own. You have made them
citizens, subject to the laws and hard rules of the common law
. and to the rules of the aet of Congress, and by the same act
you have deprived them of those natural, inalienable rights
guaranteed by the Constitution. I simply rose to voice myself
in favor of letting the people there say. The gentleman from
Porto Rico [Mr. Davira] says, “Give us statehood; give us
something that will bring to us the Constitution, or else give us
independence.” I think it is the duty of this Congress to con-
sider that seriously and grant what he asks, and let us get
away from this doctrine’ that we can make other people happy
our way. We have fried it in the Philippine Islands. We have
spent millions and billions of dollars. We have lost 25,000 lives.
To the poor, downtrodden Filipinos we sald: “ We want you
to be happy. Go to our church. Let us have a carpethag gov-
ernment over there and appoint people in the United States to
go over there and govern you.” It has cost us, as I tell you,
25,000 lives; and it is due to the President of the United States
to say that in all these years that he has been President he has
made an effort to relieve the American people of the stain of
political slavery and to relieve those people over there, so they
may have a chance to govern themselves.

The Porto Rican case is before you. The gentleman from
Porto Rico [Mr. Daviza] has made his statement. His pative
language is different from ours. All this state of affairs shows
the danger and the absurdity and the wickedness, if you please,
of trying to make people happy our way. Why, Cuba offered us
every man, every woman and child. The moment we declared
war against Germany the little people of Cuba jumped to their
feet and said: “ Here, Uncle Sam, here are our men, here is
our money, here is everything we have; and we declare war
with you against Germany.” >

The Cubans are our friends. We have not made them friends

by keeping a gun at their heads or a knife at their throats.
We want the friendship of the Porto Ricans, and if there is
anything in self-determination we ought to let them say or, at
least, be consulted about what sort or form of government they
shall have.
. Mr. SHERWOOD. I want to say to the gentleman that be-
sides the 25,000 lives it has cost, the estimate of the money cost
of the Philippines to the United States three years ago was a
thousand millions of dollars.

Mr. MASON, Yes; I have no doubt of it. Three years ago
we had spent at least a thousand million dollars, all because
‘we are trying to imitate royalty. We want to govern somebody,
we want to have something to say about somebody else’s govern-
ment. Some of us wanted to change their religion. We wanted
to give them the Christian religion with 13-inch guns. Some
of us wanted to fix it over there so that they would wear the
same kind of clothes that we wore. Some wanted one thing
and some another, but everybody in this country who wanted
to do something over there expected fo get something for
nothing.

Mr, KAHN. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. MASON. Yes,
Mr. KAHN. Does the gentleman recall the fact that this

country had to send its Army into Cuba to make the people
down there behave themselves, at an expense to the taxpayers
of this country of $7,000,000?

Mr. MASON. Yes; I do remember that: but it was not the
Cubans that were making the trouble. We spent more time
and more money when we drove the Spaniards out of Cuba
than we did after that, and in my humble opinion that revolu-

tion and that trouble ecame abount because of this ungodly de-
sire to hold onto the government of Cuba. We passed in the
Senafe what was known as the Platt amendment, so that the
moment they had a little shindig of their ewn and began killing
a few people, as we did in the Civil War, then we put our Con-
stitution and our flag over them and went down there and took
the burden. We made them put the Platt amendment into the
constitution of Cuba, and if they had not had it there we would
not have had to go back and subject ourselves to the cost and
expense.

Mr. Chairman, I say to you again and again—I am getting a
little old and perhaps garrulous—I want you to remember one
thing: No question is ever settled until settled right. No man
ever had a slave that was free himself. No nation ean be re-
publican, no nation can be a democracy, that has a carpetbag
government traveling around the world governing people in
foreign lands by force without their consent. [Applause.]

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes fo the gen-
tleman from Iowa [Mr, TowxEr].

AMr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit-
fee, I want to call the attention of the committee to the service
of the Forty-second—the * Rainbow "—Division in the war.

THE “ RAINBOW » DIVISION,

On Wednesday, August 15, 1917, the War Departiment an-
nounced the formation of a new division, to be composed of
National Guard units from 27 States and to be designated the
Forty-second Division. This division has since become known
as the “ Rainbow " Division, so named by Gen. MacArthur be-
cause it was made up of units from all parts of the country,

It was composed as follows:

Forty-second Divisional Headguarters Troop, formerly nm
Separate Troop, Louisiana Cavalry. :

Eighty-third Infantry Brigade, composed of the One hun-
dred and sixty-fifth Infantry Regiment, formerly the Sixty-
Ninth New York Infantry; the One hundred and sixty-sixth
Infantry Regiment, formerly the Fourth Ohio Infantry; and
the One hundred and fiftieth Machine Gun Battalion, formerly
Companies B, F, and G, Second Wisconsin Infantry,

Eighty-fourth Infantry Brigade, composed of the One hundred
and sixty-seventh Infantry Regiment, formerly the Fourth Ala-
bama Infantry; the One hundred and sixty-eighth Infantry
Regiment, formerly the Third Iowa Infantry; and the One
hundred and fifty-first Machine Gun Battalion, formerly Com-
panies B, €, and I, Second Georgia Infantry.

Sixty-seventh Field Artillery Brigade, composed of the One
hundred and forty-ninth Field Artillery Regiment, formerly
the First Illinois Field Artillery; the One hundred and fiftieth
Field Artillery Regiment, formerly the First Indiana Field
Artillery; the One hundred and fifty-first Field Artillery Regi-
ment, formerly the First Minnesota Field Artillery; and the
One hundred and seventeenth Trench Mortar Battery, formerly
the Third and Fourth Maryland Coast Artillery Corps.

One hunded and forty-ninth Machine Gun Battalion, formerly
the Third Battalion, Fourth Pennsylvania Infantry.

One hundred and seventeenth Engincer Regiment, formerly
fhe Separate Battallon, South Carolina Engineers; Separate
Battalion, California Engineers.

One hundred and seventeenth Field Signal Bnttallon. for-
merly the First Battalion, Missouri Signal Corps.

One hundred and seventeenth Headquarters and Military
Police, formerly the First and Second Virginia Coast Artillery
Corps.

One hundred and seventeenth Ammunition Train, formerly the
First Kansas Ammunition Train.

One hundred and seventeenth Supply Train, formerly the
Texas Supply Train.

One hundred and seventeenth Engineer Train, formerly the
North Carolina Engineer Train.

One hundred and seventeenth Sanitary Train, formerly the
First Michigan Ambulance Company, First New Jersey Ambu-
lanee Company, First Tennessee Ambulance Company, and First
Oklahoma Ambulance Company ; also the First District of Co-
lumbia Field Hospital, First Nebraska Field Hospital, First
Oregon Field Hospital, and First Colorado Field Hospital.

When our troops were ordered to Fronce Gen. Pershing took
with him such Regular Army units as could most quickly be
made ready for service. The first National Guard division
organized was the “Rainbow ” Division. It was made up of
those units of the National Guard throughout the country which
were considered best fitted for immediate service,

The mobilization of the division was completed September 13
1917, at Camp Mills, Mineola, Long Island, near New York City.
The division embarked the latter part of October, spent one week
in England, and began active training in France November 30,
1917, It arrived at its training stations in the worst part of the
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winter and suffered much from the cold and the constant rains.
Their food was poor, and most of the men were billeted in barns
and outbuildings. They were sent to the Lorraine sector Febru-
ary 17, 1918,

ON THE LORRAINE FROXNT.

The troops of the “ Rainbow " Division were sent into the
trenches February 24, four days after their arrival. The * Rain-
bow " was the first American division, either Regular or Na-
tional Guard, to be intrusted with a divisional sector. The sec-
tor assigned to them was located east of Toul, west of Strass-
burg, and near Luneville. It was supposed to be a quiet sector,
and so it was until the Germans knew the Americans occupied
it. When once that fact was known, activity was apparent behind
the German lines, They began to concenirate their artillery,
and from about 150 shells a day they increased their bombard-
ment of the American position to over a thousand. Their air-
planes flew almost continuously over the American trenches
dropping bombs.

1t was not long before the Americans who had been vigilant
on the defensive became aggressive in attack. Our artillery was
soon able to send as many shells into the enemy lines as the
enemy gave us. Maj. Frederick Palmer says that raids became
almost as popular as going to a country post office for the mail.

“They're telling us,” said a New York Irishman, “ that when
we're out in front and we're attacked to fall back on points of
resistance. Well, orders is orders, I suppose, but to my mind
that’s only another word for retreating, and I don't believe in
it.” That was the fighting spirit early developed by the division.
Always to take the aggressive when possible and never to re-
treat when attacked was their inclination and became thelr
habit. “I reckon folks will learn, seh, that we aint scairt of
the Hun,” said a man from the Georgia mountains. And so
folks did learn. Beginning with this early service in the Lor-
raine, the boys of the “ Rainbow " Divigion never were “ scairt of
the Hun,” but again and again on his own ground and behind
his own defenses compelled him to yield and surrender. They
have the enviable record of never yielding and never retreating
throughout their entire service. [Applause.]

On the night of March 4 the Germans made an attack in force
on the American lines. The attack was preceded by an unu-
sually heavy bombardment, which almost destroyed the Ameri-
can trenches. The burden of the attack was borne by the One
hundred and sixty-eighth (Iowa) Infantry. Three assaults were
made, two frontal and one flank. All three were repulsed.
Twice the Germans gained a footing in the American trenches,
and were only driven out by determined counterattacks and the
fiercest hand-to-hand fighting. Almost surrounded at one time,
the Americans had no thought of surrender, and extricated
themselves without leaving a single prisoner in German hands.
The toll of dead and wounded, however, was large.

An official report of the Irench officer under whose command
the Americans were then operating stated that the Americans
showed a rare quality of courage, self-possession, and ealm brav-
ery. Clemenceau, the French Premier, was enthusiastic in his
praise. Asked if he thought the Americans in action were prom-
ising, he said: * Promising? That's no word. They have ar-
rived. Why, the Americans were attacked on three sides. They
were told to stand, and they did. The result was the Germans
retired with heavy loss and their attack failed.” [Applause.]

IN THE CHAMPAGNE.

Early in July the Forty-second Division was sent to the Cham-
pagne front to assist the French in holding back the impending
German offensive toward Paris. They went at the request of
the French staff officers, who had heard of their fighting qaali-
ties as shown in the Lorraine sector.

In order to reach the Champagne front a forced march of 125
miles was required. The division traversed that distance in five
days, marching steadily with full kits from 9 a. m. to 6 p. m,,
with stops of only 10 minutes each hour.

The boys of the * Rainbow ” had little rest after their long
march. The division was needed at once, and at once took its
place. As an indication of their trustworthiness, the French
command gave orders that if the Germans broke through that
sector, Gen. Menoher, commanding the Forty-second, was to take
command of both American and French Infantry and Artillery.
To realize their responsibility it should be remembered that in
each of the great offensives preceding this“one the Germans had
overwhelmed nearly all the front-line positions attacked. In the
March offensive against Amiens the Germans swept every first-
line defense of both French and English and practically anni-
hilated the Fifth British Army. These considerations did not
for a moment depress the boys of the Forty-second. They had
met the boche in the Lorraine, and they were not afraid of him
in the Champagne.

The attack started July 14 along a 50-mile front. The pre-
liminary bombardment was up to this time the heaviest of the
war. The Germans had been concentrating their artillery for
weeks, and shelled the French and American trenches for 10
hours with their heaviest guns and gas. Their aeroplanes
swept low, dropping bombs and raking the Americans with
machine-gun fire. The bombardment was so fierce and over-
whelming that the French and Americans lost heavily. Many
were killed where they lay, and in places the trenches and
dugouts were filled with the dead and wounded. All the artillery
horses were killed. All supplies were destroyed. Many of the
men were days without food.

After this terrific bombardment the Germans came over the
top, confident and determined, in long, recurring waves. Part
of the line gave way, but the men of the “ Rainbow " Division
held their positions without a break against repeated and dés-
perate German attacks, One of our battalions broke six suc-
cesgive assaults with steady rifle and machine-gun fire.
Throughout the whole battle there was no flinching among our
men, no signs of disorder, only steady, determined, efficient
fighting. Every officer and soldier seemed to realize his indi-
vidual responsibility and did his part and took his chance with-
out surprise and without complaint in the most trying of battle
experiences. ;

The French, too, met the onset bravely and effectively, with .
the result that the German offensive in the Champagne was
stopped, the triumphant march to Paris interrupted, and the
anticipated victory turned into defeat.

There was no lack of appreciation by the French of the serv-
ice rendered by the Americans in this battle.

On July 20 Gen. Naulin, the French officer in command of
the corps to which was attached the Rainbow Division, issued
a general order: :

At the moment when the Forty-second American Division is on the
Eoint of leaving the Twenty-first Armlvaorps. 1 deslre to express my
een satisfaction and my sincere thanks for the services which it has
rendered under all conditions, By its valor, ardor, and its spirit, it
very particularly distin hed itself on J ul{ 15-16 in the course of the
great battle, when the Fourth Army broke the German offensive on the
Champagne front, 1 am proud to have had it under my orders during
this perfod. Ay prayers accompany it in the great struggle engaged in
for the liberty of the world.

CHATEAU-THIERRY, F

July 15, 1918, the Germans launched their fifth and evidently
their most stupendous offensive. Ludendorff, having been disap-
pointed in his Champagne attempt, confidently hoped that an
offensive from the Chateaun-Thierry salient, which was within
sight and hearing of Paris, would reach the French capital and
end the war with a glorious victory. So, with 70 divisions,
massed for an overwhelming assault, such as had crushed the
English in the Amiens drive, on a 60-mile battle line, the advance
was ordered,

The Chateau-Thierry salient may be described as an obtuse
triangle, with Soissons and Rheims as the extremes of its base
line and Chateau-Thierry at its apex nearest Paris, The side
lines and the point of the triangle constituted the battle front,
The line was held principally by the French and American
forces. To force the attack the Germans had to cross the Marne,
On July 15 a crack German guard division, with about 15,000
men, forced a passage near Mezy and advanced against the
Americans. The Americans not only held their ground, but
almost immediately counterattacked and practically destroyed
the guard division. Other attacks failed. Everywhere the
French and American lines held. For three days the Germans
continued their vain endeavors to break through. In the mean-
time Foch had determined on a counteroffensive all along the
line. Masses of troops were rushed to the front; the reserves
were hurried to position ; gung, tanks, ammunition, and supplies
were gathered. And then, on July 18, the counteroffensive was
launched. In front, at Chateau-Thierry, on both sides of the
triangle from Chateau-Thierry to Rheims and from Chateau-
Thierry to Soissons, the French and American attacked sud-
denly, vigorously, triumphantly.

All the world knows the story of the proud days that followed.
T'rom vietory to victory the allies pressed on. From the Marne
to the Oureq, and from the Oureq to the Vesle the Germans re-
treated, stubbornly fighting. The Americans covered themselves
with imperishable glory by their magnificent daring, endurance,
and heroic bravery. Gen. Pershing in his official report says
that every available American division was hurried to the front.
The First and Second Divisions were directed to make the first
attack, They did so, he says, against stubborn resistance, but
with constant success. That but half tells the story, The Amer-
jican Regulars and the Marines which composed these divisions
fought that battle in a way that won the praise of all the allied
commanders and excited the wonder of the Germans, who
thought the Americans untrained and weak.
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On the 24th the “ Rainbow ” Division was sent in to relieve the
Twenty-sixth. Gen. Pershing in his report says that it fought
its way through the Foret de Fere and cleared the way to the
River Ourcq. Gen. March said, “In elght days of baitle the
Forty-second Division has forced a passage of the Ourcq, taken
prisoners from six divisions, met, routed, and decimated a crack
division of the Prussian Guards, a Bavarian division, and ona
other division, and driven back the enemy’s lines for 16 kilo-
meters,” After ecrossing the Ourcq, the Forty-second pressed on,
captured Hill 212, Seringes, Nesles, and Sergy, and, with the
Thirty-second Division, drove the Germaus to the Vesle,

The announcement by the American Chief of Staff that the
“ Rainbow ” Division had met and defeated the celebrated
Fourth Division of the Prussian Guards, never before vanquished
in battle, sent a thrill of pride to every loyal American. [Ap-
plause.]

When Foch not only stopped the well-conceived offensive of
the Germans, which was to be their final and triumphant march
on Paris, but immediately launched a counteroffensive with what
seemed reckless abandon against the German lines he met with
unexpected success. By hard and well-directed fighting he
forced the Germans to retire on both sides of the triangle. So
rapidly was the assault pressed that the Germans, in danger
of a disastrous rout, called into action their strongest reserves.
It was then that the Germans determined to send the invincible
Prussian Guards against the advance. It was the * Rainbow ”
Division that met this onset of the Prussian Guards.

The Prussian Guards have been regarded by the German
people for more than a century as the ideal of the German
Army. They have been considered not only as the best that
German military science could produce but vastly superior to
any other military organization in the world. They were not
called into action except upon extraordinary occasions. They
were sent against the Americans to demolish them, to put
them to shame, to show their lack of training and incompe-
tency. The Fourth, their crack division, the best of the Dbest,
hitherto undefeated, led the attack. The Guards charged in
due form, but, strange to say, the Americans refused to yield.
The “Rainbow ™ boys met the onset calmly and resolutely,
and with such a well-directed storm of rifle and machine-gun
fire that it blinded and stunned and finally stopped the fierce
assault. And then the boys from Camp Creek and Smoky Hol-
low countercharged with a swiftness and ferocity that took the

- breath away from the wondering Guards. The Americans sim-
ply went through the front ranks of the invincible Guards as
if it were an everyday diversion. Time and agaln the officers
of the Guards rallied the men to stop the American onset.
Some say four times, some six, and others say nine times the
Guards tried to re-form and reattack, but the Americans pressed
them so hard they could not find a chance. The Americans
pressed them not only in front but soon attacked their flanks,
The Germans were in danger of being surrounded, and so
there was nothing to do bhut retreat in order to prevent sur-
render or destruction. This they did, with difficulty preserving
their organization. It was a glorious victory for the Forty-
second Division. [Applause.] It was a terrible defeat for the
Juards. It gave confidence to the allies all along the line, It
did more to break the morale of the Germans than any other
single action.

It was the One hundred and sixty-eighth Regiment, the old
Third Iowa, that bore the brunt of the Guards’ assault. This
regiment was in action continuously from July 24 to August 3.
During eight days of fighting the regiment lost 1,400 officers
and men—>50 per cent of its combatant strength. It should be
remembered that this loss occurred not in a desperate last
stand but in almost continual offensive, and that the advance
was not retarded for a single hour by the terrible losses in-
curred.

Gen. Pershing reports that the Forty-second, with the Thirty-
second, drove the Germans from the Ourcq to the Vesle, where
the work of reducing the Chateau-Thierry salient was finished.
It was the turning point of the war. Foch ordered advances
on every front. The German armies were placed permanently
on the defensive. They were continuously attacked and con-
tinuously defeated. Steadily and stubbornly they retfreated un-
til they reached the Rhine and sued for peace. The American
officers had urged this policy. When it was adopted they took
their part of the work not only with resolute determination
but with joyous exultation. [Applause.]

It was a glorious part. It brought not only fame and honor
to our boys in the field, but it gave our country a stronger
place and added dignity in the eyes of the world. Back of our
resources and wealth, back of our liberty and justice, back of
our idealism and humanity, it has become known that there are
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.peared the Americans advancing with bayonets fixed.

20,000,000 of fighting men as brave, as strong, as efficient as
any the world has ever known, ready and willing and even
glad to give their lives, if need be, for their country and a
righteous cause, i

ST, MIHIEL. 1

The next major service assigned to the Rainbow Division
was in the St. Mihiel offensive. The weeks that followed the
victory of Chateau-Thierry were devoted by Gen. Pershing
to the organization of the first independent American army.
The organization took place in the Lorraine, and to that point
came units of American soldiers from all parts of France. As
soon as the gaps in the ranks of the veteran divisions were
filled and a short period of intensive training was given to the
new men, these forces were quietly sent to their places on the
St. Mihiel front. ;

The St. Mihiel salient was located southeast of Verdun and
southwest of Metz. It, like the Chateau-Thierry salient, was
a triangle, with its base line extending from Fresnes to Pont-a-
Mousson and its side lines meeting in a point at St. Mihiel.
It was a spearhead thrust at the heart of France. Four years
ago the Germans had taken and thereafter held this triangular,
daggerlike indentation. The French attempted its reduction,
but failed. In the preceding July Gen. Pershing made up his
mind to reduce this salient as his first offensive. It was a
remarkably strong position. One side of the triangle was a
range of hills and the other was a river. The interior plain
was dominated by Mont See, from which every approach was
visible, Mont Sec itself was a natural fortress strongly forti-
fied, whose capture seemed almost impossible. Every hill along
the line was fortified. Every depression, every grove, every
natural obstacle concealed machine-gun nests.

September 12, at 5 a. m., after four hours of artillery prepara-
tion, the seven divigions which were to take part in the initial
assault advanced. Preceded by a rolling barrage, followed by
wire cutters, they went through the successive entanglements,
through the front lines and support trenches in irresistible
waves, exactly as scheduled. Breaking down all defenses, out
of the fog which hung heavy over the battle field, suddenly ap-
The Ger-
mans in most cases either surrendered or ran. The advance of
the Americans was so well conceived, their attack so fierce and
determined, and their concenfrations so overwhelming that re-
sistance was brief and futile. In two days’ time the salient was
cleared and a new line formed straight across the base of the
triangle. With small loss a commanding position was taken, an
important line of communication was cleared, and Verdun was
no longer in danger. Sixteen thousand prisoners, 443 big guns,
and a great quantity of material fell into our hands.

The signal success of the Americans in their first major
offensive was of great importance. The allies gained confidence
in the strength and effectiveness of the American forces, and the
Germans learned that a new and dangerous enemy had been
added to her foes. As a piece of military strategy it was not
surpassed by any operation of the war. It worked out exactly,
as planned. Successful resistance was prevented, and a com-
plete victory won with comparatively slight losses. It won
Gen. Pershing instant recognition as an able and successful
commander, and the conduct of our troops was lavishly praised.

The *“ Rainbow ” Division again distinguished itself. The
One hundred and sixty-eighth Regiment led the attack and
pushed the Germans back 12 kilometers the first day. A Red
Cross helper writing of the battle says:

I am glad to tell you that I saw the first all-American engagement.
And your boys from lowa fought like hell-cats, hand to hand, hour after
hour, All that we like to think of for American manhood and fighting
was offered here to be blazomed most gloriously in our history. You
Towans may hold your head higher than ever in pride for your particular

part of the country. Nothing can be said too highly of the courage, the
fortitude, and the determination of those children,

ARGONXNE, i |

Gen, Pershing in his official report says that on the day after
taking the St. Mihiel salient the Americans were on their way,
to the area between the Meuse River and the Argonne Forest.
It was supposed that after the Americans had won the St
Mihiel vietory they would be sent to reduce the fortifications
of Metz. But Marshal Foeh assigned them a more important
and difficult task. If the Argonne Forest could be cleared and
Sedan captured the vital railroad ecommunication of the Ger-
man armies in southern Belgium and northern France would
be cuf. The Germans must hold that line open or the with-
drawal of their forces would be seriously imperiled. The Ger-
man general staff was fully aware of the consequences of allied
success on this line and was prepared to throw all its power
into its defense.
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Gen. Pershing divides the Argonne offensive into three
phases. The first began on September 26 when the Americans
mastered all the first-line defenses in a brilliant and determined
gencral attack. On that day, and on the 27th and 28th, they
penetrated the enemy’s lines from 3.to 7 miles over a 20-mile
front. By this initial operation, carried out with splendid
spirit, Gen. Pershing took 10,000 prisoners and forced the Ger-
mans out of a large part of their strongly protected positions.
From September 28 until October 4 was largely occupied in
clearing the lower portion of the Argonne Forest.

The second phase of the offensive began October 1, when the
attack was renewed all along the 20-mile front. In the mean-
time the Germans had strongly reinforced their lines with
fresh divisions of their best troops. Every advance of the
Americans was met with determined resistance, and strong
counterattacks were constant. Every foot of ground was gained
only after the most desperate fighting. By October 10 the forest
was cleared, and on the 16th the Americans occupied the im-
portant strategie point of Grand Pré, on the northern bank of
the Aire, at the vertex of the Argonne Forest. The way was
now cleared for the last phase of the offensive which involved
the capture of Sedan and the closing of the German lines of
communication.

In all, 40 divisions had been used by the Germans in this
batile. The Americans employed 21 of their divisions, several
of which were engaged for the first time. Gen. Pershing in his
report of these said, “ They soon became equal to the best.”
‘The veteran divisions remained for days in the line, and eight
were in the line twice. Among these was the Forty-second.

The Argonne Forest, which gives its name to this great battie,
is nbout 50 kilometers long and about 10 kilomefers wide. It
had been in ion of the Germans since their first grand
offensive in 1914, In 1915 the French made a desperate endeavor
to retake it but failed. Since then the Germans had used the
forest as a rest area for their war-worn troops, They had
fortified it with every imaginable defense. It was crossed and
recrossed with hundreds of miles of barbed wire, which ran
in every direciion and often was hidden in the underbrush.
Every depression and cover was a machine-gun nest. The

trenches were made of cement, with connecting trenches in many -

cases entirely covered. The underground works were on a
most elaborate scale. Officers’ quarters were subterranean
palaces, with electrie lights and hotel ranges, One of these had
an elaborate brownstone front, with carved pillars at its open-
ing on a hillside. It contained 10 large rooms lined with con-
crete, with wooden floors, mahogany furniture, electric lights,
and almost every modern convenience,

It is impossible to exaggerate the difficulty of clearing the
Argonne Forest. The Germans had thousands of steel and con-
crete positions bristling with machine guns. They had devised
funnel-shaped traps, in which an enemy force advancing would
be unconsciously concenfrated until it could be exterminated
with a storm of machine-gun fire from concealed emplacements,
- In order to understand what fighting in the Argonne meant
it should be remembered that for days the struggle continued
night and day. During much of the time a cold rain was fall-
ing. The men were without, shelter of any kind. If they
snatched a few minutes’ sleep they must lie in the mud. Noth-
ing but utter exhaustion would allow sleep under such circum-
stances. In the forest they fought in inky darkness against
concealed foes who were behind the strongest defenses. All the
time the Germans were shelling heavily the American advance
and pouring gas into all the valleys and depressions. The
Americans were frequently compelled to sling their rifles and
use their pliers to cut the wire entanglements that crossed their
advance. This made them targets, even in the darkness, for
enemy machine-gun fire.

It takes stout hearts and iron nerves to stand the strain of
such fighting for days and nights in succession. But it was
over this kind of terrain, it was with this kind of fighting, that
the Americans tore their way through the Argonne forest. It
is not too much to say that never in the history of warfare,
ancient or modern, was greater courage, endurance, and indi-
vidual heroism shown than in this great battie of the Argonne,

The Prussians were dismayed and astounded at the way the
National Guardsmen, drawn from all parts of the United States
only a year before, stormed through the most ennningly devised
defenses Gen. von Marwitz could establish. They threaded the
forests, scaled the wooded hills, smothered innumerable ma-
chine-gun nests, traversed guarded ravines, faced rifle fire and
artillery barrages, and waded through the darkness in the rain
through flooded areas of mud and water.

In the Argonne offensive one of the most diflicult tasks as-
signed the Forty-second Division was the taking of Hill 288,
The * Rainbow * boys first attacked it frontally, The attack

failed. They made four more vain attempts to storm the hill,
One rainy morning the One hundred and sixty-eighth Regiment,
supported by a New York regiment, started on the sixth trial.
With our artillery dropping shells on the crest, and the New
York troops spreading machine-gun fire on all the slopes, the
Iowa boys just at daylight, in a cold rain, again started up the
hill, Through the barbed wire, over the trenches, driving the
gunners from hundreds of machine-gun nests, they went at the
Germans with bayonets set. There were hundreds of hand-to-
hand conflicts on the slippery hillside. Captains fell and lieu-
tenants commanded ; lientenants fell and sergeants commanded.
One platoon, without even a corporal to command, was led over
the top by a private. For six hours the struggle continued before
the top was reached and the victory won. When the Germans
surrendered there were only 107 left, the rest had been killed or
wounded.

One of the finest operations of the American forees in France
was the capture of the Cote de Chatillon. The hill is 820 feet
high, and dominated a vital part of the Krelmhilde-Stellung de-
fense, It was very strongly fortified and was defended with
stubborn bravery. For 40 hours the Forty-second Division,
which led the assault, was exposed to a merciless rain of lead
poured into them from every side. Slowly the Americans
crawled to the objective. Day and night they pressed forward
and upward. Through barbed-wire entanglements, in the face
of the massed fire of machine guns, in a veritable hail of shrapnel
and hand grenades, they made their way to the top. Then out
came the bayonet, and with a wild hurrah the Americans fell
upon the enemy and eaptured the position. It was a hard fight
and a glorious victory. These instances but illustrate the char-
acter of the great battle of the Argonne,

BEDAN.

When Ludendorff retired from his defeats in the battles of
Chateau-Thierry and St. Mihiel he took his position at the
Hindenburg line in what was considered by military experts to
be the most intricate and elaborate system of defensive works
ever fashioned by the ingenunity of man. The Germans believed
them impregnable. The allied commanders considered their
reduction the work of months at least.

What was known as the Hindenburg line was rather a zone
than a line. In some places it was 12 miles across. When
possible it followed the line of natural defenses, in some places
following the lines of rivers and canals, in others the lines of
hills and ridges. The defenses were of cvery kind known to
military science, with trenches, big-gun emplacements, every
point of vantage utilized, and every conceivable defensive posi-
tion strengthened. These defenses had been four years in build-
ing, and they were commanded by nearly 2,000,000 trained
soldiers nunder the command of able and confident commanders.

In six weeks time the Ludendorff forces were defeated, the
Hindenburg line was broken, the invincible Germans in igno-
minious flight, and their impregnable defenses utterly destroyed.
This great movement began September 26 when Marshal Foch
opened the Battle of the Argonne by throwing the American
troops against the German defenses, with a final objective at
Sedan. For this third and last phase of the offensive Gen.
Pershing made careful preparation. Tired troops were rested,
fresh divisions were brought forward. The artillery wnas
strengthened.

November 1 the final advance was ordered. It became almost
from the start an impetuous onslanght which overwhelmed every
effort at resistance. Sweeping northward our troops did not
pause until on the 6th they reached the outskirts of Sedan, 25
miles from their line of departure. It had been a continuous
battle, which lasted 40 days. .Against the best German troops,
fighting with desperation to save their line of withdrawal, the
Americans had won a continuous serles of brilliant victories.
They took in all over 26,000 prisoners, over 500 blg guns, and,
best of all, the control of the Metz-Meziers-Sedan railroad lines.
But these results were not achieved without severe losses. It is
not known what the fotal casualties of this last offensive were,
but the losses of the Rainbow Division alone were 50 per cent of
their effectives.

In the advance on Sedan Pershing’s forces traversed 40 kilo-
meters in six days. From November 1 to November 6 the Ger-
mans threw 22 divisions against the Americans, but failed to
check their progress. It was the First Regulars and the Forty-
second—** Rainbow "—Divisions which led the advance and made
the final whirlwind dash into Sedan. The Germans planned to
make a final stand at Sedan, the place of their great and culmi-
nating vietory in the war of 1870, but the rapidity of the Ameri-
can advance and the vigor and valor of our forces spread de-
spair. among their men and they were compelled to evacuate
their defenses at the last almost without a struggle,
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- It was fitting that this great and final victory should occur
on the spot where Germany inflicted upon France the humiliating
defeat of 1870. When Pershing with the vanguard of American
troops stood at the grave of Lafayeite he uttered those simple
and memorable words which the world will never let die: * La-
fayette, we are here.” It was dramatic and perfect justice that
the Americans, having come, should have been able to drive the
German forces in disaster and disgrace from the historic battle
fleld that marked the French defeat. To them the surrender of
their Emperor at Sedan was not a mere defeat; it was the down-
fall of France. What more fitting than that the Americans
should return Sedan for Yorktown? If it had not been for the
French, there would have been no Yorktown. If it had not been
for the Americans, there would have been no second Sedan.

The German high command laughed derisively when the
Americans began to send troops across the seas. Such a move-
ment of untrained men could not count in the titanic struggle
they were waging. But the Americans in a few brief months
turned fheir derision into disaster, and on the historic battle
field of Sedan wiped out for all time the French defeat of 1870
"and transformed it into a triumph so glorious that Frenchmen
now can think of Sedan with exultation instead of shame.

It was a graceful courtesy that the Americans extended in
yielding the honor of entering and occupying Sedan to a French
division which had followed closely the American-advance. So
the flag of France displaced the German emblem and was
hoisted over that historie spot, never again to be lowered by
German command.

THE * RAINBOW '’ BOYS,

In all the important battles in which the Americans were
engaged, from Lorraine to Sedan, the “ Rainbow * Division bore
a conspicuous part. From February 17, 1918, to November 11,
when the armistice was signed, a period of about 225 days, the
“ Rainbow " boys were under fire 180 days. During this period
it fought 26 enemy divisions, including 3 divisions of the Prus-
sian Guards. It took prisoners from 19 German divisions.

It was considered a shock division almost from the start,
and was in the front lines longer than any other American
division, either Regular or National Guard. It was the first
division to which was assigned an enfire divisional sector,
which it held for 13 weeks. At Chateau-Thierry it distinguished
itself in first crossing the Oureq River, capturing Sergy, Seringes,
Villiers, Sen-Fere, and Nesles. It drove the Germans from the
Oureq to the Vesle, penetrating the enemy’s territory 15 kllo-
meters. In the Argonne offensive it was assigned the most dif-
flcult tasks, piercing the Kriemhilde-Stellung line, taking the
Cote de Chatillon, and Hill No. 288. In this operation it pene-
trated enemy territory 19 kilometers, took over 1,200 prisoners,
and recovered 150 square miles of French territory.

During all this time the Rainbow Division was allowed very
few and very brief periods of rest. Even after the severe fight-
ing of July and August they were denied even the expected seven
days' leave. Very little complaint was made. Their baggage
was far behind. Even the commissariat was distanced. Food
was irregnlar and often insufficient and poor in quality. Yet
_ through it all the spirit of the officers and men was superb.
They were proud that they were selected for such distinguished
service, proud that they were trusted with such responsibility,
and so, whatever the conditions and whatever the task assigned,
they were always ardently brave and always calmly resourceful.
[Applause.]

They were proud of their name, the “ Rainbow " Division.
This is shown in a boy's letter to his parents describing an inci-
dent in the battle of the Argonne. He said:

We had been fighting so long we were all worn out and could hardly
take another step. Our officers sald we must take the next hill. We
started, but our officers, seeing how tiired we were, ordered us to lie
down and rest, Just then the clouds broke and a beautiful rainbow
Epenred in the sky. That was enough. The * Rainbow ' boys forgot

ey were tired out, jumped to their feet with a hurrah, and, ncedless
to say, took the hill with a rush,

ONE HUXNDRED AXD SINTY-EIGHTH INFANTRY.

One of the four Infantry regiments of the Rainbow Division
was formerly the Third Towa National Guard. It was origi-
nally recruited from southern Iowa. During the Spanish-Ameri-
can War it served as the Fifty-first Towa Infantry from May 30,
1898, until November 2, 1899, and saw active service in the
Philippines. After its return and demobilization the regiment
was reorganized as the Fifty-fifth Iowa Infantry, and in July,
1015, it again reorganized as the Third Infantry, Iowa National
Gunard. Under this designation it served on the Mexican border
in 1916.

When the ovder was issued for the mobilization of the Na-
tional Guard, the Third Towa assembled at Camp Dodge, where
it was musiered into the service as the One hundred and sixty-
cighth Infantry. There were about 2,000 men in the original

t
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Third, and the regiment was raised to war strength by 1,600
additions, mostly from the First and Second Iowa National
Guard. It left Des Moines September 10, and arrived at Camp
Mills September 13, where it became part of the Forty-second
Division, and soon thereafter embarked for France.

The service of the One hundred and sixty-eighth, with the
Forty-second Division, has been given with the account of the
service of the Rainbow Division, of which they were a part.
Particular reference to this regiment is justified because of its
long and exceptional service. Wherever the fighting was hardest
and the responsibility greatest, there the One hundred and sixty-
eighth was sent. In whatever duty assigned, no matter what
dangers were incident or what losses were inevitable, the regi-
ment braved the dangers and suffered the losses without com-
plaint and without protest. Throughout their service they en-
dured privations and faced the hazards of battle with in-
domitable fortitude and invincible heroism. Col. Bennett, who
commanded them for a long period of their service, said of them:

I only wish that I had the power to express the character of the work
per{ggmed by these men, It is wonderful and deserving of the highest
praise,

Col. Brown, of the General Staff, said:

They are a wonderful fighting unlt.

Capt. Leon Bentz, of the French staff, said:

It is the best rcgiment I ever saw, The men are too brave, too
courageous.

Gen. Douglas McArthur, chief of staff, said:

l'tou can tell the people of Iowa that this regiment ranks 100 per
cent.

The war correspondents repeatedly singled it out for special
praise. As one of them reported :

The One hundred and Sixty-eighth has earned the name of the most
famous American regiment. ,’t‘he French cheer whenever it passes. The
English have marked it for speclal praise. The Australians, the Cana-
dians, and other colonials, conside the best fighters among the allies,
claim the troops of the One hundred and Sixty-eighth as thelrgbrothera

A Member of Congress, visiting the battle fronts, said that the
names of two American regiments were on every tongue, that of
the One hundred and sixty-eighth Iowa and the One hundred
and sixty-seventh Alabama, These two regiments constituted
the Eighty-fourth Infantry Brigade and fought side by side
throughout almost their entire service. Representing the blue
and the gray, together they gave new luster to the flag they car-
ried on many a foreign battle field, and vied in affectionate
rivalry in service and devotion to each other and to the cause for
which they fought.

While praise and honors and citations and decorations were lav-
ishly given the gallant boys who composed the One hundred and
sixty-eighth, they were dearly bought. In the fight of July 25 to
obtain the heights beyond the Ourcq River, Maj. Stanley’s bat-
talion lost over 50 per cent of its enlisted men and 20 out of 26
officers. In the Chateau-Thierry drive Maj. Worthington’s bat-
talion, in 10 days’ fighting, was reduced from 1,200 to 200 men.
In one action Company A lost all its commissioned officers and
went out in command of a sergeant, In another engagement Com-
pany F went into action with 250 men and 6 officers. The
next morning only 27 men and 1 officer reported for duty.
Of the 250 men of Company M who went into the service, only
27 escaped. Two hundred and twenty-three were killed or
wounded. Such was the price paid to vindicate American rights
and save the civilization of the world.

THE FINAL VICTORY.

The coming of the Americans to the help of the allies was
most opportune. It was their good fortune to take the field as
an effective force when it was possible to change defeats into
victories, and when after a short but mighty struggle the Ger-
man terror collapsed. Until July 18, 1918, the allies had been
fighting on the defensive, many times with their backs against
the wall. Against the most powerful armies ever mobilized for
war they had for four years maintained a desperate and heroic
struggle. In the campaigns of 1918 it was the purpose of
Ludendorft by mighty offensives to crush the English or French,
or both, and break through to the Channel, to Paris, or to both,
and thus end the war.

Ludendorff's first blow on March 21 was one of the most per-
fectly planned, as it was one of the most skillfully executed
offensives ever launched. It came very nearly being a com-
plete suecess. The British were everywhere overcome by the
superior forces massed in overwhelming numbers against them,
Fighting desperately, they were forced continuously to retire
but still heroically held their line from breaking, although some-
times near extermination. At the end of a week of deadly
fighting the victorious German army was compelled fo stop
from sheer exhaustion; it had outrun its guns, its ammunition,
and its supplies. There was just time for the French to arrive,
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and almost miraculously the drive was stopped within sight
of Paris.

In April following Ludendorfl sprung snother offensive, this
tiine in the north, against the British. Again he was successful
at first, and for a time it seemed as if he would have an open
road to the Channel. But again the French arrived in time to
support the British, and again the German assaunlt was repulsed.

Ludendorfl knew the Americans were coming in ever-increas-
ing numbers and realized that he must win a decisive victory
soon or give up hope of final success. For more than a month he
gathered his forces for another attack. The new offensive was
again a brilliant success. It swept over Chemin des Dames,
across the Vesle, over the Ourcq, and reached the Marne at
Chateau-Thierry, again within sight of Paris. The thunder of
the German guns was heard daily in the French capital, and
raids by airplanes and ghells from long-range guns were nightly
terrorizing the Parisians. But again the Germans had outrun
their sopport and supplies, and were compelled to stop to
strengthen their communications and concenirate their forces.

Within the Chateau-Thierry sector Ludendorff prepared for
his final offensive against Paris. He believed, as did most of the
German staff, that from so near an attacking point another great
drive would certainly reach Paris. The offensive was launched
July 15. But it never made progress. It was stopped almost as
soon as it began, and three days later Marshal Foch ordered the
counteroffensive which ended the war.

As a military achievement this counteroffensive has never
been surpassed in all the history of warfare. Within four
months a victorious army of nearly two millions of trained vet-
crans, commanded by the most thoroughly trained officers in the
world, behind the strongest defenses military science and ex-
perience could construct, was defeated and compelled to sue for
pence. No military commander ever achieved a greater victory
or ever conceived and carried out a more wonderful strategic
campaign. Marshal Foch organized and ordered his counter-
offensive not alone on the Marne but over a baitle front 300
miles long. Along this far-flung battle line he sent the soldiers
of 10 nations to their places, each ecommand being given the
work it could best accomplish, with coordination everywhere.
So perfect were these plans, so complete the accomplishment,
that the result was the greatest and most decisive vietory his-
tory records,

September 28 Foch threw Pershing and Gouraud against the
Germans near the south end of the line. September 27 he threw
the Belgians and Plumer's British Army against the Germans
on the north end of the line. On the same day he threw Horne's
and Byng's British Armies against the Germans on the Scheldt
Canal. September 30 he launched Berthelot's French Army
against the Germans between the Vesle and the Aisne.

As a resulf, the whole German line from the Channel to fthe
Meuse was set rocking. Both at the north and south ends the
German lines were completely broken. So vigorous were these
offensives all along the line that for the first time in all the four
years of warfare the Germans were unable to concentrate against
so many attacks. From November 1 the story is one of swift
and relentless pursuit: By the British down the valley of the

Sambre, through Maubeuge, until they reached Mons; by the

French to and across the Belgian frontier; by the Americans
through the Argonne to Sedan. With the British at Mons, the
Americans and French at Sedan, and the Belgians Ant-
werp and Brussels, there was nothing for the Germans to do
but to sue for peace.

We in America have a just right to be proud of our part in
this great struggle and this great victory. While neither in
point of time of service nor in numbers was our confribution so

great as that of other nations, ours was the final reenforcement |

which, flung in the decisive campaigns, brought final success.
If our boys came late, they came in time. If their numbers
were not so great, they brought to the war-wearied veterans
who held the line that vigor, that intrepid spirit, that indom-
jtable energy which demanded victory and would not be denied,
which put new life into the long line from the Channel to the
Alps, which stirred it to a new enthusiasm and a new hope,
which changed four years of defensive to four months of offen-
give warfare, and thus brought victory swift and sure. -

In this proud and high achievement the Forty-second, the
Rainbow Division, bore a' conspicuous part, and for its service
and its sacrifice merits and will receive both the praise and
honor of the world and the gratitude and love of the Nation
under whose flag it served so well. [Applause.]

Mr. KAHN, Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Crarx].

Mr. CLARK of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman and members of
the committee, the first thing that attracts my attention regard-
ing the bill now under consideration is the statement in the

report that the estimate originally as submitted by the de-
partment was $1,916,905,572.16.

The revised estimate by the department reduced that over
$700,000. The reported bill carries $1,117,289488.56, being a
very substantial reduction from the amount at first requested. I
surmise it rarely happens that a committee finds it necessary to
raise departments’ estimates.

Ever since I have been a Member of this House we have been
indulging in appropriations in large sums. I have tried to
form senie standard by which I might comprehend what a bil-
lion means, that I might get some conception of the total that
we have appropriated. From the present moment backward in
the calendar of time to the hour of the Nativity there have been
1,008,608,400 minutes; from this fact we get some sort of a
standard enabling us to realize what a billion is. This bill
provides that we increase our indebtedness $1 per minute from
the dawn of the Christian era until the present time.

I do not know what the sum total of all our appropriations
and indebtedness amount to. I have been unable to ascertain
it. I have asked many, I have sought information, I have heard
the questions asked upon the floor of this House, and I have
got no satisfactory answer. I have been told that with what
we have incurred and what is now in sight it will aggregate
$57,000,000,000. If that be true, it means that we have gone
in debt $57 a minute since Christ was born, and if we keep on
at that rate the taxpayers, before they can be relieved of their
burdens, will have to wait until His second coming. [Laughter.]
Ig any event the total is staggering in amount and paralyzing in
effect.

In Pennsylvania, wherever a railroad cresses a highway at
grade, there is a sign placed which reads, “ Stop, look, and
listen.” I think it would be a good idea if a similar sign were
put in front of the Speaker’s desk, so that we might observe ils
mandatory admonition.

I did not, however, rise to comment or discuss this bill so
much as some other matters which have been called to my at-
tention, and to present some facts in the nature of cnmulative
evidence of a lamentable condition of affairs, I think while we
are now appropriating money, spending our time in doing it, we
might devote a little of our efforis to seeing that the money we
have already appropriated reaches the people for whom it is
intended.

Presumably every Member of this House has received a score
or more of complaints relating to the nonpayment of money
long everdue io men in the service and of allotments and allow-
ances provided and intended for the monthly and needed relief
of their dependents,

The total of such complainis must aggregate a very large
number, and when they are given publicity on the floer of this
House and in other ways there occasionally follows soen there-
after a slatement from high official sources that there is
not any foundation in fact for them; that the conditions of
deferred payments and nonpayments do not exist. You know
and I know that they do.

A circular issued by the department having these matters
in charge, and entitled * What the United States Government
does for its fighting men and their families,” in describing
the same containsg this statement:

By this system of allotments and allowances the enlisted man and the
Government together make provision for the loved ones left behind.

And, again, commenting on the measure providing for allot-
ments, allowances, compensation, and insurance, it is set forth
that this system— 5
safeguards the famllies left behind and by Its broad and generous
provisions it takes from war its chiefl terror—ifear for the future,

Beautiful in sentiment, disappointing in results, theough
accurate in statement, for in truth a great many of these
“loved ones” have been left behind, though in destitute cir-
cumstances. 3

And the men in service are disheartened, broken in spirit,
justly indignant over the treatment of themselves and their
families. What will be the attitude of mind of the returning
soldier toward the lawmakers, toward those who have in
charge the administrative duties of the law which we have
enacted, toward the Government, and the administration? It
will not be in praise of what we have done, but in bitter con-
demnation of failure to intelligently, expeditiously, and patrioti-
cally execute the law and apply its provisions as intended.

A few illustrations of different kinds will be enough for the
present. {

I have been frying since last June to secure relief in one par-
ticular instance. Under date of June 21, 1918, I received a
letter in part as follows:

1 have becn advised to write you in regards to my allotment. My
husband left here on October 7, 1917, for Camp Lee, Va., and in No-
vember made out allotment papers for me to recelve half of his pay
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and the Government was to pay me $15 a month also, and it Is now
June 21, 1018, and as {et have not even heard from the Government
and have written Washington several times with no reply, and I have
been ill since the 10th of February and, of course, have no parents
or anyone that I could turn to for help, and my hushand is now In
France in reserye camp at the front, so won't you please look this nug
for me as I have my hospital bill and doctor to pay, also rent &
gas.

Again, under date of September 21, 1918, this woman writes
as follows:

I am sincerely sorry that I have to keep writing you, in fact I
think it annoys you, but I have written so many times to the Treas-
ury Department without even getting an answer. If I were not ill 1
would not bother, but, Mr. CrAmk, picture a woman ill for c?lpfht long
months with her husband in France, I haven't anyone I could go to
until I get better. You must remember I am all alone. My milkman
quit leaving milk, my has refused to send down any mora
I owe him $47.50. And, oh, God, it is so hard. I have

ed to work and worked two weeks and have been confined to my
beﬁl for a w‘eek‘.' at that rate I won’t be able to hold a position no-
where.

So, Mr. CLARK, won't you please try and have them do something
m If they doubt my statement as to illness they can write my

r.

Again, under date of October 10, 1918:

Pardon me, Mr., CrArk, for annoying tg‘cm again, but it seems that
writing to the War Risk Department they don't seem to pay much
attention and this is one more favor that I am going to ask of you,
Mr. Crarg, will you tell them that the allotment -is due me from
November, 1917, as it was then that my husband had made out allot-
ment papers.

Again, under date of October 29, 1918—

Why 1is it that I have to go through all this red tape before I can
get what allotment is due me? The papers I had registered a week ago
are what they asked me to send ; now they write and say they must hear
from the commanding officer of my husband’s company—as if the
doubted my statement. Now, perhaps, I haven't anf patience left, but
have been ill a long time, and when you are alone it is so much harder
to get along. And I feel this way—1I have done my part, and have done
It willingly. * ¢ @

You see, Mr. Crarg, I am utterly discouraged, and I must have the
help tlmlt !s'dug me. So, thanking you for past favors and thanking
you n

P. 8.—Mr. Crarx, I can send a statement from my doctor that I am
not able to work, but I am trying hard to.

Again, under date of December 21, 1918—

Each time that I write I always w it will be the last, because I
know just how it is to be annoyed th other ple's troubles; but
each that I write the War Risk Insurance regard to my allot-
ment they take forever and a day to answer. But I am without mo:
and can not even get trusted, as I owe a grocery account, and I

not ask anyone for 12 cents to buy bread with, ow, I am withont

money and haven't either coffee or d in the house, so will await a

reply by the first of the week; then whatever I see fit fo do with myself

will do so. I know, Mr. CLARK, it is not using common sense to write

this way, but I am utterly discouraged and can not help it. War

‘ ;I:glk tha.s not even kept its word and sent me $30 a month, as it has prom-
0.

Again, under date of January 29, 1919—

In reply will state as yet I have not received my check, and th:ﬂgas
compan shut off my gas. They did this yesterday, and I am -
out foel or food. I am not anyone for anything, ¢ * * |
gave up everything I had in this world, and then return what do I
get? f haven't heard from [my husband]—it’s four months and two
weeks. Now, Mr. CLARK, please advise me what to do; you know, it is
not very nice staying in a cold house without food.

Again, under date of February 4, 1919:

Won't you ask them to find out where my husband is, as it is four
months and three weeks to-day since I last head from him?

In 16 months this woman has received only three payments of
$30 each.

This is a fine picture for us to view., A woman without
parents; no wealthy relatives; alone in her home, cheerless,
cold, penniless, destitute, sick, and hungry, and she the wife of
a soldier in the service overseas.

Here is another case of a soldier leaving for overseas service
in the early part of September last. He made an allotment to
his mother of $15, but she has not received anything; and ac-
cording to the last communication, which arrived at his home
on December 24, 1918, he had not received any pay since he
entered the service, This young man contributed to the sup-
port of his father and mother, when he was at home, $50 per
month. They have not received a dollar from the Government,
1 saw this man’s parents, who stated the facts to me.

Another case of one who went into the service July 15, 1917;
did his part in France; was wounded seven times, and had a
rib taken away. He has not received any money from the
Government since April. This is not an imaginary case, I saw
the man myself and heard the story from his own lips.

I have a complaint of another kind. A letter written by a
soldier to his mother, whom I know, is in part as follows:

Send me some of my mone{. I haven't ﬁat d for December ye&
and I haven't told you that I buy my meals all the time or I woul
starve to death. I don't believe some of these “ wops™ around here
could live on the meals that we get.

Last Friday we had fried (rotten) fish for dinnmer. Nobody would
take it, and made soup out of it for supper; and everybody took it and
threw it away so we wouldn't get it some other way again. It has
been that way ever since we came here,

And yet there is given $100,000,000 to ihe alleged hungry of
other foreign nationalities.

Under date of February 6, 1919, I received a letter from the
mother of a lieutenant in Siberia, who inclosed a field-service
post card from her son, who says that he has not received any
mail, and I am requested to find out the proper address.

The post card reads as follows:

Am well—feeling fine—don't wﬂn'iy.
Am in the hospital—sick—slightly wounded—=seriously wounded—
am now recovering rapidly.
Have—have not—received mail from you.
(S&ned)

VLADIVOSTOK, 1-8-19,

(Draw a line through amy of the above not applicable, All field-
service egmat cards with unauthorized additions or changes will be
destroyed.)

This is all that is given on a small postal card made for the
use of soldiers in the United States Army and sent from Siberia
by a lieutenant in the service to his mother, who has sent him
several important business letters which he has not received.

I have drawn a line through parts of the card, as he did.

The name I have, for obvious reasons, omitted.

I am acquainted with a young woman from the city of Erie
who is doing her part in one of the hospitals in New York.
She has written a letter descriptive of her work and the con-
ditions there existing. It has appeared in the public press. I
quote briefly:

lgnng of the boys can not write, so we do it for them. If they want
to _telegram and have no money, the Red pays for them.
1 am going to write to some of the 8 at home and ask them if they
will send small stamp Dbooks to the boys who are down and out, as
many of them haven't had aﬁ-lew for five or six months, and haven't
a cent to their names, I ady have loads of letters to mail that
are not stamped.

And yet the Post Office Department is on a paying basis.
Daily we hear the praises of those boys, but that does not give
them their overdue pay.

Not long since I personally visited a hospital not very far
from the city of Washington and I conversed with a number of
men there, and I learned that they had not received their pay
for some months, although the day before I was there they had
signed some papers by which they were fo receive from the
Government casualty pay of $7.50 per month, or amounts ap-
proximating this.

It would seem to the ordinary person that the basis upon
which this casualty pay could be made would be sufficient to
warrant the payment in foll of all that was their just dues.

Such illustrations as these arouse our indignation, and I
think that we could spend a little of our time most profitably
and patriotically to do that which we ounght to do. I under-
stand from a gentleman, Mr, McCurrocH, of Ohio, who addressed
this House a few days ago, that he felt the same way, and that
he made inquiries to see how many bills had been introduced
for this purpose. He found 15 of them. If there are 15 bills
of this nature resting in the committees it is time some of them
were brought into the House, and those who are responsible
for introducing legislation of that kind and bringing it before
this House ought, in my opinion, to take action at once to relieve
the conditions, of which I have many complaints. [Applause.]

From all that I gather from various sources and from what
has been presented upon the floor of the House immediate relief
is imperative. The families of our soldiers are fed, in many
instances, with broken promises, and we are binding up the
wounds of our boys with red tape. It is high time that the
slumbering resentment and indignation of the membership of
this House expressed itself in some consiructive and mandatory
legislation which will eliminate chaos and substitute system for
confusion worse confounded. [Applause.]

Mr. McKENZIE, Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Jowa [Mr. RAMSEYER].

Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Chalrman, I had intended fo discuss
some features of the bill, but some of the data that I had
hoped to get by this time I have not acquired, so instead thereof
I am going to take a few minutes of the time allotted to me to
get into the Recorp a brief that I prepared three or four weeks
ago and have been carrying in my pocket ever since, on the right
of public officials to receive gifts from foreign governments.
The thing that prompted me to look up this question was an
inquiry from one of my constitutents, based upon a news item
similar to the one which appeared in the Washington Post here
on Sunday, December 29, 1918. The news item is vouched for
by the Associated Pess and is headed *“King sends Wilson
fine set of books as birthday gift.” It is dated London, Decems-
her 28, and states that President Wilson celebrated that day, his
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sixty-second birthday, by a round of social activities, and that
King George presented him with a magnificent set of books,
and at the same time gave gifts to every member of the Presi-
dent's official party. Dispatches following that also gave out
the news that the President accepted gifts given to him by
other potentates and high dignitaries, including the Pope. The
constitutional provision on that is very plain. It is so clear
that any man who runs may read. The wayfaring man, even
though he be a President or other high official, can not err
therein. It is the eighth paragraph of the ninth section of
Article I, and reads as follows:

No title of nobility shall be granted by the United States,

The second clause, to which I wish especially to call attention,
is the provision:

And no person holding any office of profit or trust under them,
shall without the consent of the Congress, accept of any present, emolu-
ment, office or title, of any kind whatever, from any king, prince, or
foreign state. 4

That was incorporated in the Constitution by the fathers who
made up the constitutional convention, and it was no passing
whim of the framers of the Constitution, because this provision
appeared in the Articles of Confederation substantially as we find
it in the Constitution. Mr. Pinckney, a member of that conven-
tion, moved the adoption of this provision as a part of the Con-
stitution and it was carried unanimously after full understand-
ing of its importance, and the reason that he urged therefor was
the necessity of preserving foreign ministers and other officers
of the United States independent of external influence. Now,
for a public official to accept a present from any king, prince,
or foreign State is not only a violation of the Constitution, but
is in violation of an act of Congress passed in 1881, two sections
of which I will incorporate in my remarks. Section 2 of the
act provides:

That no decoration or other thing, the acceptance of which is author-
ized by this act, and no decoration heretofore accepted, or which may
hereafter be accepted, bfv consent of Congress by any officer of the
United States from any foreign Government shall be publicly shown or
exposed upon the person of the officer so recelving the same.

Mr. LONDON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMSEYER. For a question,

Mr. LONDON. I understand the custom is that a gift that
is received by the President from a foreign power is deposited
in the State Department and is turned over to him when he
becomes a private citizen, I understand that is how they have
been getting around that constitutional provision.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Well, I do not know what the custom is—
and here let me state that I never heard of a President violat-
ing this constitutional provision before—but the law is that
no person while holding a public office can in any wise receive a
gift from any prince, king, or foreign State, and the statute
here provides that the officials can not take the gift and then
come to Congress and ask Congress to give consent.

Section 8 provides: ;

That hereafter any present, decoration, or other thing which shall be
conferréd or presented by any fore government to any officer of the
United States—clvil, naval, or military—shall be tendered through the
Department of State and not to the individual in person; but such
present, decoration, or other thing shall not be delivered by the Depart-
ment of State unless 50 authorized by act of Congress.

As a matter of fact, Congress has in but very few cases acted
favorably in giving consent to permit a public official to accept
a gift or decoration since 1881.

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMSEYER. I yield for a question only.

Mr. RAKER. Has the section of the Constitution to which
the gentleman referred and the act—has either of them been
violated lately, within the last six months? If so, who is the
one who violated it?

Mr. RAMSEYER. The gentleman is listening, and I have not
tried to cover up anything. I read this press dispateh from
London, where the President of the United States accepted a
gift from the King of England. I wish to inform the gentle-
man that I am not discussing this violation of the Constitution
and statutes because of any hostility to the President or to em-
barrass him in his work over there, because I am in sympathy
with nearly everything he says he Is trying to accomplish. This
is a domestic question, not a foreign one.

Mr., RAKER. Is it the gentleman’s contention that the pro-
vision of the Constitution stated has been violated by the
President?

Mr. RAMSEYER. If the press dispatch quoted by me is cor-
rect, there is no question about the violation.

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMSEYER. I will. .

Mr. RANDALL. Does the gentleman disapprove of the deco-
rations some foreign governments have conferred upon the
officers and so!diers of our Army for distinguished services?

Mr. RAMSEYER. That is not the question that I am under-
taking to discuss. The thing I am attempting to show in this
brief to which I have referred is the constitutional and statu-
tory provisions touching the President’s right to accept gifts
from kings and princes, and also what construction the consti-
tutional writers and Attorneys General have placed upon this
constitutional provision and what Secretaries of State had to
say in regard thereto in their instructions and letters to min-
isters of eurs serving abroad.

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMSEYER. Always to the gentleman.

Mr. CRAMTON. As to the soldiers and sailors, the gentle-
man will recall that in our military appropriation bill of 1918
express authority was given those to accept such decorations.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Of course, I am not objecting to that. I
aiu allent discussing that; that does not come in this discussion
a b

Mr. CURRY of California. If the gentleman will yield fur-
ther, the President of the United States is Commander in Chief
of the Army and Navy.

Mr. RAMSEYER. The gentleman’s contention is that the
President has a right to accept any gift from any foreign State
or king or prince because of that statutory provision? I doubt
that very much. I do not recall the provisions of that statute

now——
Mr. CURRY of California. Pershing, who is chief—
Mr. KAHN. If the gentleman will yield, the law provides

that they may receive military decorations and that our Govern-
ment in return can present to the officers and men of the for-
eign armies that cooperated with us such military decorations
as we bestow.

Mr, RAMSEYER. I thank the gentleman for that explana-
tion and that distinction. The costly gifts the President has
been accepting can hardly be classed as military decorations.

Mr, McCULLOCH. If the gentleman will permit, I think the
gentleman has opened up a very interesting question, and I
would like to ask whether his brief brings up the question
whether or not Congress has the power under the constitutional
provision to enact such a law.

Mr. MASON. Yes; the Constitution provides for that.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Of course, Congress can give consent in
particular cases. Now, the question the gentleman asks is
whether Congress can by general statute give consent before the
king, prince, or foreign state offers the gift?

Mr, McOULLOCH. That is what I wanted to know.

Mr. RAMSEYER. I have not investigated that.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, KAHN. Does the gentleman want more time?

Mr. RAMSEYER. I would like to have five minutes more.

Mr. KAHN, I yield five minutes additional to the gentleman,

Mr. RAMSEYER. I am very much obliged to the gentleman,

Mr. McOCULLOCH. The gentleman has not answered my
question. Have you made the distinction?

Mr. RAMSEYER. I did not look into that phase of it. I
thought I had answered you.

Mr. McCULLOCH. It is a very interesting subject.

Mr. RAMSEYER. I shall print this brief in the extension of
my remarks, It will give you the opinions of constitutional
writers, United States Attorneys General, and Secretaries of
State. Rawle in his work, “ The Constitution,” gives a reason
for this constitutional inhibition. He says:

There can not be too much jealousy In respect to foreign influence.
The treasures of Persia were successfully distributed in Athens; and it
is now known that in England a profligate prince and many of his venal
courtiers were bribed into measures injurious to the nation by the gold
of Louis XIV.

And Watson, another eminent writer on the Constitution,
cites the incident when Prince Henry of Prussia was here in
1902 and presented portraits to the Navy Department and to
the academies at West Point and Annapolis, and also gave
photographs to military and civil officers of the United States,
These, however, according to the statute of 1881, were deposited
with the Secretary of State, and the Secretary of State wrote
a letter to the Attorney General and asked him whether it would
be proper to turn these gifts over to the institutions and officers
for whom the gifts were intended by Prince Henry. The Attor-
ney General held that the Navy Department and these academies
could accept them, because the constitutional inhibition did not
apply to governmental institutions. But he said, as to these
photographs, that the military and civil officers could not re-
ceive them. And the Attorney General calls special attention
to the fact that Prince Henry of Prussin was only a titular
prince and was not a sovereign exercising any power whatever.
The Constitution prohibits the scceptance of a gift of any kind
whatever from any prince or any king or any foreign State,
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This same ruling has been followed by Attorney General Wick-
ersham as applying te a postal elerk of the fourth class down
liere in the Post Office Department, whom the Emperor of Ger-
many offered to decorate, and the question was raised in the
case of a fleld assistant here in the Geologieal Survey, a Prof.
Udden, who was decorated by the King of Sweden with the
Order of the Knighthood of the North Star. In this case Prof.
Udden was permitted to receive the decoration, for the simple
reason that he was only working for the Geological Survey by
the day, had never taken an oath of office, and was not held to
be an officer of the Unifed States.

Wharton on International Law goes on and discussess the
same tion. And I want to tell you, also, besides the
‘Attorneys General of the United States always construing these
provisions strictly, so also has every Secretary of State. I here
call your attention to a quotation from John Quinecy Adams, in
his instructions, as Secretary of State, to our minister in Great
Britain, where he says:

m:; il?: future b:ynggeptr; s:ie; t’uﬂ]l)lsée;& uggr“o: togﬂ-' oﬂcertu?ht}fil;
Government abroad will be respectfully but decisively declined.

Daniel Webster, as Secretary of State, writing to Mr. Cushing,
who was at that time minister to China, said:

The Chinese are apt to speak of persons coming into the Em%l:; from
Sl Tt Ve (ke CtTy Thmite Sabaiats o Mgttt 4TS i
ofmiﬁ%ymﬂanmmmmmwm
dlately met by a declaration, not made ostentatio or in & manner
reproachful toward others, that you are no tribute bearer; that your
Government pays tribute to none and expects tribute from none; and
that-e:sen as to presents your Government neither makes mor accepts
Ppresents,

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to extend and revise my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

! Mr. RAMSEYER. The following is the brief to which I have
referred:
: PRESENTS TO PUBLIC OFPICIALS OF THE USNITED STATES.

The Washington Post of Sunday, December 29, 1918, carried the fol-
lowing news item on the front page:
“ KING SENDS WILSON FINE SET OF BOOKS AS BIRTHDAY GIFT.
[By the Associated Press.]
. “Loxpox, December 28.

* President Wilson celebrated to-day his sixty-second birthday by a
round of official activities. King George presented him with a magnifi-
cent set of books, and at the same time gave gifts to every member of
the President's official party.”
| This present from King George to President Wilson is in in viela-
',tim‘lh of Atrtiele I, section 9, paragraph 8, of the Cons on, which
reads as follows:

“ No title of nobility shall be granted by the United States: And no
person holdlntg any of trust or profit under them, shall, without
the consent of the Congress, aceept of any present, emolument, omﬁ.:, or
'title, of any kind whatever, from any m&pm or forelgn state.’
| The reference to this paragraph of Constitution Madison’s
Constitutional Conventlon is fo in volume 2, pages 234 and 235, and

| “Mr, Pinckne

¥ the necessity of preserving foreign ministers and
other officers of the United States | endent of external influence and
‘meved to insert after Article VII, on T, the clause following: ‘ No

person holding any office of profit or trust under the United States shall,
without the consent of the legislature, accept any present, emolument,
office, or title of any kind whatever, from any king, prince, or foreign
'state which passed nem: contrad:”
| The only comment made in Hamilton’s Federalist on this paragraph
1s found on page 274, as follows:

7% 2 e probibition with respeet to titles ot nobility is copled from the
'Articles of Confederation, and needs no comment.

RRawle, in his work, The Constitution, pages 119 and 120, makes the

following comment:
. **No title of nobility shall be granted by the United States or by any
4ndividual State’ Of this there could have been but little danger.” The
Independent spirit of republicans leads them to contemn the vanity of
thereditary distinctions, but the residue of the eclause is more impor-
tant. * No on holding any office of trust or profit under the United
fStates shall, without the conmsent of Congress, accept any present,
emolument, office, or title of any kind whatever from any king, prince,
or foreign State.

“ There can not be too much jealonsy in respeet to for influence.
The treasures of Persia were successfully distributed in Athens; and
it is now known that in England a profligate prince and many of his
wvenal courtiers were bribed into measures injurious to the natlon by
the gold of Louis XIV.”

Btory, in his work on Constitutional Law, section 1352, has this to
gay on the last part of this paragraph:
~ “The other clause, as to acceptance of any emolument, title, or
office from foreign governments is founded in a just jealousy of foreign
influence of every sott. * * * A patriot 1 not 11 be seduced
from his duties to his country by the acceptance of angr t or present
from a foreign power. * * * §Still, however, the provision is
highly important, as it puts out of the
;_-rnment to wear borrowed honors, w
m

wer of any officer of the Gay-
ch shall
ortance abroad by a titular d‘}gnn’{ at home.”
Vatson on the Constitution. ol. page 760
“‘When Prince E Prussia visited the United Bhr‘tm in 1902,
Military

ce his supposed

en of

he made presents of rgortrs.ita to the Navy Department

and Naval Aeademies, and of photographs to several eivil and military

officers of the United States. Prince Henry was not oce {..ng
¥

a
throne, but waos a titular prince. The g was submittggy an

uestion
eflicer of the Government to the Attorney General whether the consti-

tutional prohibition prevented the acceptance of these presents. The
Acting Attorney General held that, altheugh Prince Henry was oni{ a
titnlar prince, an acceptance of a present from him would come within
the prohibition; he also held that, as the Constitution forbids any
person holding any office under the United States from anccepting any
present, emolument, offiee, or title, the prohibitlon did not apply to a
department of the Government nor to governmental institutions. The
opinion went further and held that even a& simple remembrance of
courtesy, which from motives of delicacy recognizes eur policy, like
the photographs in this case, falls under the inclusion of any present
of any kind whatever.”

M_Se{i'. aém 24, Op. A. G., 117-118. Acting Attorney General Henry

. Hoyt.

In 1509 the Secrgtary of State received an insignia of the third class
of the Order of the Red Eagle, conferred by the German Emperor to
deliver to a clerk of class 4 in the Post Office Department. Attorney
?fg_e‘l;g]) George W. Wickersham in an opinion held (27 Op. A. G,

“That the Secretary of State would not be justified, without au-
thority of Congress therefor, in delivering an a which had been
conferred upon this officer of the United States by the German Emperor.
The opinion is clear that a present can not be made to any officer of
the United States, ‘unless authority be first obtained by aet of Con-

m L L

In 1911 the question arose whether Prof. Udden, a fleld assistant In
the United States Geologieal Survey. could accept from the King of
Sweden the order of the Knighthood of the North Star, which that
sovereign had conferred unpon him, in view of Article I, section 0 I|:;ﬂrl.—

of the United States Constitution. Afttorney General Wicker-
28 Op. A. G., 208} held that as his duties were not continuous,
being employed by the day, only oceasional work, and no eath of office
was taken by him, *“ there is nothing in the Constitution or laws te
prevent the acceptance bg Prof. Udden of the order conferred upon him
by the King of Sweden.

Wharten's Infernational Law Dig:sthVolume I, has the fnnawmf:

p 5% D:.n.tel Webster, Secretary of State, to Mr. Cushing, May 8, 1543,

‘EmChmese are apt to speak of persons coming into the Empire from
other nations as tribute bearers to the Emperor. This idea in.a been
fostered perhaps by the costly de embassies of and. All ideas
of this d respec your on must, should they arise, be imme-
diately met by a declaration, not made osfentatiously or in & manner
reproachful toward others, that yeu are no tribute t ; that your
Government pays tribute to none and expects tribute from none; and
that e:;n as to presents, your Government neither makes nor accepts
presents.”

2. J. Q. Adams, Secretary of State, to Mr. Rush, November 6, 1917,

page T67:

It Is expected by the President that offer of such present which
may in future be made to any public m or other officer of this
Government abroad will be respecifully but decisively declined.”

3. Mr. McLane, Secretary of State, circular, January 6, 1834, page

o

767 :

*I am directed by the President to instruct the ministers, uma-ulnE
and other diplomatic and commercial agents of the United States tha:
it #s required of them that in future they will not, unless the consent of
Congress shall have been previously obtained, accept, under any cir-
cum;!tanscﬁs,m presents of any kind whatever from any king, prince, or
fore e."” A
4, %lther Secretaries of State give similar opinions cn pages 758 and

759,

Mr. CLARK of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend and revise my remarks,

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there
objection? [After a pause] The Chair hears none.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from South Daketa [Mr. Dirrox].

Mr. DILLON. Mr. Chairman, for many years South Dakota
has maintained a board of railroad commissioners. These com-
missioners are elected by the people, they are responsible to the
people, and the people of our State have absolute eonfidence in
their efficiency and integrity. These commissioners have for
many years been instrumental in seeuring for the people of our
State a reduction in freight, passenger, and express rates. Re-
cently the Director General of Railroads promulgated a new
schedule of express rates as applied to interstate shipments.
This new schedule interferes with the intrastate express rates of
my State. When this schedule was about fo go into effect, the
railroad commissioners of my State brought suit against the
officials and sought to enjoin them from putting into effect this
new schedule, which would interfere with the intrastate rates in
South Dakota.

When the case came on for trial there appeared in a luxu-
rious, specially equipped, private car three attorneys represent-
ing the Public Service Corperation, who sought to impress their
argument on the court that these intrastate rates could be set
aside., They thus interfered with the domestic affairs of our
State. To show the extent that our people resented this inter-
ference in our internal affairs and the extravagance in the use
of private cars, the legislature of the State, being in session,
passed a resolution condemning the action of these paid attor-
neys, coming there under the circumstances in an equipped,
luxurious ear as a wanton waste of expendifure of publie
money, and condemned their activities in interfering with the
affairs of our State.

As a part of my remarks, I desire to have read in my time
the resolution so passed by the legislature.

The CHATRMAN. Without objection, the paper referred to
will be read.

There was no objection.
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The Clerk read as follows: -

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
STATE OF BOUTH DAKOTA,
SECRETARY’S OFFICB.

I, C. A. Burkhart, secretary of state, do hereby certify that the an-
nexed concurrent resolution was duly tgassed by the sixteenth session
of the Legislature of the State of South Dakota.

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great
gsailnot the Btate of South Dakota, at the city of Plerre, January 31,

[si:.u..] C. A. BURKHART,

Secretary of State.
Hon. C. A, BURKHART,

Secretary of State:

The following concurrent resolution has been adopted by the senate
and concurred in by the house of representatives:

Concurrent resolution.

Be it resolved by the Benate of the State of South Dakota (the House
of Represeniatives concurring) :

Whereas the Government of ithe United States as a war-emergency
measure took over the control of several great public-service corpora-
tions, including the railroads and express comp of our country,
and placed them in charge of a Director General of Railroads; and

Whereas our Government did at the same time urge upon our people the
great necessity of saving and conserving in private and business af-
airs, and asked our gée, even the widows and or{)hus. to save
their mite to buy llbergn nds and war-saving sta.mri:s or the suptport
of the Government and its different departments in its conduct of the
war, including the railroads and express companies; and

Whereas our peo;t)la have generously responded to every request made,
and whereas it has now come to the attentlon of our people thaf
three pald representatives of one of the said great public-service cor-
porations have come to the city of Pierre in a luxuriously equipped
private car at a great and unnecessary expense for the express pur-

. pose of opposing in our courts the action of our board of railroad com-
missioners wherein they are representing the interests of our peo&le
in seeking to prevent what appears to be an unwarranted, unlawiful,
and unjust raise in express rates, which are songht to be put Into
effect under the guise of Government control and with the apparent
approval of the Director General of Railroads : Now therefore be it

Resolved by the Senate of the State of South Dakota (the House of
Representatives concurring), That we do condemn such unwarranted ex-
travagance as unpatriotic, c’ilsloyal. and undemocratic, and that we do
hereby memorialize the Congress of the United States to enact such
laws as will effectually and permanently protect the American people
from unfair and extortionate rates, whether im upon them by pri-
vate corporations owning and operating such public utilities or under
Government management and control of the same, thereby rendering to
the people that reasonable and efficient service to which they are right-
fully entitled, free alike from unreasonable governmental control or
from corporate or individual oppression,

For the Senate:

C. B. AMSDEN, .
President pro tempore.
B. Brags,

Becretary.
.For the House:
Lewis BExsox,
Bpeaker.
WrigHT TARBELL,
Chief Clerk.

Dated at Pierre, 8, Dak., this 28th day of January, A. D. 1919,

My, DILLON. Mr. Chairman, on February 5 I made some re-
marks concerning conditions found at Newport News and vicinity
and referred to corrals in which several thousand horses were
kept. My remarks are found in the CoxNGrEssioNAL REcorp of
February 5, commencing on page 2774. I append a communica-
tion received from R. E. Wood, brigadier general, United States
Army, Director of Purchase and Storage, giving his version of
these conditions. I ask unanimous consent to have it printed
as an extension of my remarks.

. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota asks
unanimous consent to have the matter indicated printed as an
extension. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The communication referred to is as follows:

WAR DEPARTMESNT,
PURCHASE, STORAGE AND TRAFFIC DIVISION,
Washington, February 7, 1918,
Hon. CaarLes H. DILLON, ]
House of Representatives.

Deae Sir: I note your speech with reference to conditions at Newport
News, which appeared in the CoNGRESSIONAL REconp of February b.

While the majority of the matters you treated in this speech are not
under the jurisdiction of the Quartermaster Corps, the corrals and re-
mount stations are. I am attaching, for your information, copy of re-
ports from Col. Scott, inspector of the remount division.

To enable you to understand the situation it will be necessary to state
that the remount station at Newport News was not intend to keep
animals any length of time. It was used as an embarkation depot, pure
and simple. Animals were brought there to be shipped to Europe and
as a rule, were held In the corrals onl¥ a few weeks. At the time o
the ?hrmist!oo we were shipping fifteen to twenty thousand animals per
month.

The corrals were all right during the dry season, but during the rain
season they were very muddy. t the same time, -the gheds are welf-
:limtllmd and dry on the inside, and the animals have an opportunity to

e down.

Just as soon as the armistice was declared this department requested
authority from the General Staff to sell off the surplus animals, and
when authority was received we advertised and began the sales. As
yo1 will note in Col. Scott's ort, there were 4,500 animals in the
corrals at the time of your visit. enty-two hundred were sold on
February 3, 4, and 5. These animals were in good condition, as evi-

-folks at

denced by the prices realized at the sale, which were exccedln%ly good.
Fifteen hund. are to be sold on the 26th, which will leave about 600
animals, for which there js stable room. In other words, no animals
need be kept in corrals after February 20.

While it in no way concerns me, T noticed a statement in your speech
which is incorrect, and I assume that you will be glad to have your
attention called to it. I happen to know personally Capt. L. G. Thom,
whom you mention as being assistant executive officer and a brother-in-
law of one of the Ferguson brothers. Capt. Thom is in no way con-
nected with the Fergusons. He married a sister of Col. Altstaetter.

Very truly, yours, R. E. Woop,
Brigadier General, United States Army,
Director of Purchase and Storage.

Fesruary 6, 1919,
From : Lieut. Col. Charles L. Scott, Q. M. C. .
To: Remount Division, 0. Dir, P. & 8., room 1064, Munitions Building,
sll‘;";)totmai:Park.ﬂ f Animal Embarkati
ubject : on of Animal Embar! on Depot, N e .
mhemls. n Depo ewport News, Va.,

1. I report that I inspected the animal embarkation depot, Newport
goe::i?"t 1\;&.. December 27, 28, 29, and 30. This depot was in excellent

on.

2. I especially investigated the shortage of water supply, which was
due to exceptionally dry weather. Recent rains have relieved this situa-
tion ; also, the Bri remount depot at this place has sold 5,000 ani-
mals, and 1,300 have been shipped out from this depot. This also will
largely reduce the amount of water belnf used. There was no necessity
for mp&,’ﬁ“m”’ out to be sold at other points, and I recommended
that an be held at Nt:_g)ort News and sold at that place during
January, February, and March.

3. Due to rains the corrals were quite muddy, but cleaning was pro-

ng daily, and the animals were being shifted from corral to corral
n order to provide as dry corrals as possible. The sheds in each corral
were dry and provided suitable shelter for animals during the rain,

4. The animals were in excellent condition.

Cranres L. Scorr,
Lieutenant Colonel, Quartermaster Corps.
FeBrUARY 6, 1019,
grom Re Lleuti %?L.is(i‘harlft;sm L. %fott,t Quafrt;rmaster Corpg.

o : Remoun on, ce Director of Purchase and Supplies, m
1064, Munitions Building, Potomae Park., st it
Subject : Inspection of an

February b, 1919,

1. I submit the following report of inspection of the animal embarka-
tion depot, Newport News, Va., which I made February 5, 1919 :

(a) Due to recent rains, corrals are quite muddy. This is a tem-
porary and not a permanent condition. There are 31 corrals in the
depot pmfr&r, of which 21 have been in constant use. Two excellent
corrals belonging to the veterinary hospital, which are located on high
frouml. were turned over to the dt'?()t and put in use on January 27

919. These corrals had been used for contagious diseases, and several
careful disinfections of same had to be made in addition to removing
much loose earth. These corrals were vacant during these disinfec-
&ons, and they are the only good corrals that have not been constantly

use,

(b) The 10 corrals now in use are located on low and poorly drained
ground, 6 of them being receiving corrals along the railroad frack and
unloading chutes.

¢) Of the 23 good corrals, 13 have been necessary to care for ani-
mals, thus leaving 10 vacant. These vacant corrals are then cleaned
and drained and animals are shifted from the 13 corrals that are
occupied as conditions may warrant.

(d) Sheds are located in all of these 23 corrals and provide ample
shelter in bad weather for the animals in these cormiljs. They are
generally well drained and dry on the inside.

(e) All feed and hay racks are located outside of sheds. The ground
on each side of the hxfmcks in occupied corrals is graded and general
well drained and provides good footing for the animals while being fed.

) The animals of this depot are fat and in excellent condition.
Four thousand two hundred and forty-three animals were at this depot
on Febnmrf 1. There are now only 72 animals receiving treatment in
“ﬁf hospital, 50 per cent of which are old cases of injuries received in
shipment.

fg} Sale of 2,200 animals was conducted on February 8, 4, and 5,
1919. This leaves about 2,000 animals in the depot, 1,500 of which
will be sold February 26, 1919. After this sale stable facilities will
be available for all animals remaining at the depot.

(h) The general condition of this depot and the animals in it is very

ood, and from all reports and records it is better than it has ever
geen before under similar weather conditions.
CHARLES L. ScorT,
Lieutenant Colonel, Quartermaster Corps.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr, CraMTON].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan is recog-
nized for five minutes.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire in that time to
have read by the Clerk a statement which is contained in a
letter recently received by the parents, at Detroit, Mich., of a
sergeant in the service of the United States with our troops in
the north of Russia. There is a great interest in Michigan, as
elsewhere, in the American expedition now in the north of
Russia, and I think that, with other comments, this expression,
which comes from one of the soldiers there, is of partficular

al embarkation depot, Newport News, Va.,

interest. I ask that the Clerk read it.
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the clipping indieated
will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

The success of American armies in wars of the past has been at-
tributed to the fact tl:ef always have had n complete knowledge and
understanding of the principles for which they were fighting. This is
not true of s expedition which has been sent to Russia. We are
ahsolutelg ignorant of any cause for being here, and we appeal to thes
ome to enlighten us.




1919.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

3229

If we are here to improve conditions of the Russians and fo destroy
bolshevism, which we must admit is a dangerous institution, does it
not seem right the Russians should assist us? But they refuse to go
to the front and fight with us.

We were actually compelled to turn our machine guns on a body of
them the other day—Russians who had enlisted in the British Army
and refused to obey commands to move to the front. Does it seem
right we should sacrifice our lives for men who refuse to assist us in
establishing peace in their own cnuntrg?

We are here under English command. Every move we make is con-
trolled b Enflaud, and we are living on English rations, which con-
sist mostly of canned stew and tea. I don't want you to feel that
being in doubt is lessening my fighting spirit any. I am ready at all
times to give my life for my flag and my country. DBut all we ask is
that you assist in convineing us that this expedition is justified.

Mr. CRAMTON, Mr, Chairman, I yield back any time I may
have remaining,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yields back the remainder
of his time.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. .

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized
for five minutes.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, here is a new one on me. There
has been a good deal of complaint about the inability of boys
in the Army to get their applications for discharge acted upon
at all, and more complaint about their inability to get them
acted upon favorably, where the conditions would all seem to
indicate that the applications ought to be granted. But out at
Fort Logan H, Roots, Ark., they have a new commanding officer,
who turned back all the applications in effect and issued an
order to the effect that all men applylng for a discharge must
have a letter from the Red Cross secretary stating the reason.
In other words, it was not sufficient for these men to present
applications and affidavits from doctors, dependents, employers,
or anybody else, but, having done that, they must get the Red
Cross secretary to give the reasons why, in the judgment of the
Red Cross secretary, the man ought to be discharged.

I have here a very appealing letter, not addressed to me, from
one of the men out there seeking to obtain from the Red Cross
secretary at Chicago reasons why he should be discharged.
Evidently that man has great faith in the Red Cross.

The War Department here does not seem to have as much
faith in the judgment of the Red Cross. The War Department
in its files here has information probably of thousands and thou-
sands of cases where men have been killed or wounded in
France; and yet if you ask for information from the Red Cross,
which they have and will be glad to glve, they are ordered by
the War Department not to give the information unless the War
Department has already given it out.

Mr. DILLON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr, MANN. Yes. :

Mr. DILLON. I will state that I had a eommunication from
the War Department quite recently, referring me to the Red
Cross to get information as to the death or whereabouts of one
of the soldiers.

Mr. MANN. I understand they refer to the Red Cross, but
the Red Cross is forbidden to give the information unless the
War Department has previously given it out themselves. Upon
receipt of the information by the War Department that a man
has been killed or wounded or is missing, the Red Cross is
notified, and is thereupon permitted to furnish the relatives of
the soldiers with whatever additional information it has. For
months the Red Cross here in Washington has been in posses-
sion of information about men in the Army, either wounded or
dead, which they were not permitted by the War Department
to give out to the families. One man in the Red Cross has had
on his desk as many as 500 obituary letters sent by Red Cross
representatives in the hospitals in France to the families of
men who have died, sending the information through the Red
Cross, and yet they were not permitted to forward these letters
to the families or to give the information which they received
from their own representatives.

That is true also of the wounded, although in some cases
that rule has been violated by the Red Cross officials. I may
say if I were running the Red Cross I would tell the War De-
partment to go to sin with such an order. [Applause.] If I had
the information from Red Cross representatives in hospitals
in France that a soldier boy was lying there wounded, or that
he had died and had been buried, I would give that information
to the mother or the wife of the soldier over here, whether the
War Department liked it or not. [Applause.]

Of course the claim of the War Department is that mistakes
will occur; that men of the same name are in the Army, and
that a man by the name of John Smith may be reported dead,
but it is not the John Smith that some particular person is
interested in. But I am inclined to think from the information
we have had that the reports of the Red Cross upon the sub-

ject in the main are more reliable than the reports that come
from the War Department. i

I think it is a shame that the mother who has given her boy
in France, where he has been killed, and who walks the floor,
as many of them do, night after night in worry, can not receive
the information which would at least allay that much of her
sorrow and anxiety.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Everybody agrees with the gentleman
in his criticism, except as to the Red Cross. Now, the Red
Cross people, as I understand it, are under the Army, and if

they——

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr. KAHN. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. If they were to disobey these orders,
it might mean that their opportunities for the great services
they have rendered would be seriously curtailed by further
order of the War Department.

Mr. MANN. That is their fear. I have no doubt, however,
that if they disobeyed the order, the order would be revoked.
The War Department can not defend such a thing before the
American people.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Absolutely not.

Mr. MANN. They can defend it in secret. As long as it
is not known it can be enforced. If the war were to continue
now, it would not be in force for 30 days longer.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. That is true; but the Red Cross might
be seriously handicapped in the great good it is doing if it
should run counter to the orders of the War Department.

Mr, MANN. I am not disposed to criticize the Red Cross. If
I appeared to do so, I did not mean to do it.

The other day I referred to a letter from Judge Walter I.
MeCoy, for many years a very valued and valuable Member
of this House, now a justice of the Supreme® Court of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, concerning the marking of the graves in
France. I was glad to have some of the gentlemen here who
had been over in France where the boys are buried state that
those graves were well marked, and I hope that is true in all
cases. Undoubtedly it was true of the cases referred to by the
gentlemen here, This is what Justice McCoy says:

I am Informed by one who has just returned from France, where
he visited the grave of my son, that it 18 marked by a wooden cross
on which was * written,” without the Christian name or Initials
simply * Lieut. McCoy, 39, and that the writing was neariy effacad
::Jg e rain. My informant tells me that he rewrote the name, so

at it probably will not be obliterated, and wrote my name and address
on the cross as an added Frecautlon. o

Fearing the loss of identity, I endeavored several months ago
through a French lady who was food enough to take an interest in tEa
matter to have a simple stone placed on my son’s grave. but she was
told by the American Graves Reglstration Service that this would not
be permitted.

Of course, I suppose Judge McCoy does not know anything
further than the information furnished to him, which was that
a friend of his visited the grave, found the name of his son
written on the cross over the grave nearly effaced, and his
friend rewrote it. A photograph just recelved by Judge
McCoy, showing the grave of his son at Pierrefonds, discloses
that the crosses marking the burial places of the American
soldiers bear simply cards, which appear to be tacked upon the
wood.

A great many of the boys who died abroad probably never
will be brought home. They may be given a resting place there
which will be entirely satisfactory and altogether suitable;
but a great many will be brought home, and the relatives and
friends of the boys whose remains are brought home do not
want any unnecessary uncertainty as to the identity of the
remains. It will be a crime if the Government of the United
States has so marked those graves that the names wlill become
obliterated, and if it becomes known in the country later that
while they may bring a coffin with some remains to the mother
or wife, no one knows whose remains are in the coffin.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I have understood, though I
can not vouch for the accuracy of it, because I have had it from
no official source, that a diagram was kept of the burial plats,
the graves being numbered upon that diagram, and the names
set opposite the numbers. I say I can not vouch for it, be-
cause I have heard it from no official source.

Mr. MANN. That may be true. I will say this: I raise a
great many flowers. One of the greatest difficulties in the
world is to keep them properly labeled and to know what their
names are. I have nearly a thousand different varieties of
one sort of flower. There is a plat which shows where every
one of them is planted. They are all labeled, most of them
with two labels; and-yet it is the hardest thing in the world
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not to get them mixed up at times. But there ought to be no
mixing up of these graves over there, not to any extent, at
least. Everything ought to be done to give the people confidence
that the identity of these dead soldiers is being preserved. We
have given those people enough money. If they will use com-
mon sense, there will be no frouble about it at all. If they do
not, God help them. [Applause.]

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman from Nebraska use some of
his time?

Mr, SHALLENBERGER. I will yield 15 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. Loxpox].

Mr, LONDON. Mr, Chairman, the specter of Bolshevism is
haunting the world. Everybody—statesman, business man,
preacher, plutoerat, newspaper editor—keeps on warning the
world that it is about to be destroyed by Bolshevism. A few
days ago a preacher who brought to the pulpit the slang of the
barroom orated against it. The chairman of the Republican
congressional committee put in the CoxgrEssionar RECORD re-
marks which he had delivered before the Chamber of Commerce
in Pittsburgh, in which he warned them of the danger of Bol-
shevism.

A meeting was held in Washington at which a number of
Members of Congress were present. At the meeting two news-
paper reporters said the things that they had been saying in
the press for more than a year—things that had been published
in a number of metropolitan papers, that had been published in
a number of newspapers in England. One of the typical plu-
tocratic sheets of America, the Washington Post, immediately
proclaimed that the country was in danger; that within the
shadow of the Washington Monument people were permitted to
speak things which were not popular; that within the shadow
of the Washington Monument a young man and a young woman
dared fo say things which were contrary to the policy of that
plutocratic sheet. But the worst of it is that every movement,
every new idea, every new suggestion, every new thought that
is advanced is immediately denounced as Bolshevism. It is not
necessary to argue any more with a man who advances a new
idea; it Is enough to say “That is Bolshevism.” Socialism,
anarchism, nihilism, all these are presented as one thing.

There is an investigation going on in another body as to what
Bolshevism stands for. I would like to see an investigation as
to whether there exists a conspiracy to suppress freedom of
speech, freedom of the press, and freedom of assembly,

The war is over and still we have not repealed the espionage
act or the so-called sedition bill. It never was an espionage
act. No man would ever vote against a bill which punished a
gpy. There is no more damnable erime than spying in a time
of war, but what they call the esplonage Dbill is a bill to check,
regulate, and control speech, control the press, and to control
thought. Hundreds and thousands of men are lingering in jail
to-day because they dared express views which were unpopular
in time of war. Hundreds and thousands of men are in jail
to-day because they dared proclaim a political philosophy which
ran contrary to the philosophy of the moment,

Mr. QUIN. Does not the gentleman think they ought to be
there if they viclated the law?

Mr. LONDON. First, the gentleman ought to ask if I yield.
There was an old sedition law in the eighteenth century, a sedi-
tion law which cost the political party responsible for it its life,
Under that old sedition law only 11 persons were tried, if the
gentlemen will examine the records. The maximum penalty un-
der that old law was two years' imprisonment and a fine of a
thousand dollars. The only substantial: fine imposed under the
sedition lIaw was ordered returned by the subsequent Congress.

Under the existing law the penalty is 20 years of imprison-
ment and a fine of $10,000. I can understand why the fine was
fixed at $10,000 instead of $1,000; we are now 10 times as rich;
but why should it be 20 years instead of 2 except that we appre-
clate liberty to only one-tenth the extent it was appreciated
then, [Laughter.]

You ought to know how difficult it is to try a political case
before a jury in time of war. Take the average Republican or
Democratic Members of Congress. They are men above the aver-
age intelligence; they are the best men of their districts. Some
of them are not even politicians, because they have no time to
dabble in politics; but still if you put six Republicans and six
Democrats, Members of Congress, on a jury to determine whether
a Socialist was right in expressing certain views, I do not know
whether they would be capable of reaching an impartial decision
because Republicans and Democrats are totally ignorant of what
socialism is, All they know is that it is unpopular in their dis-
tricts. Take the average business man, the retired banker, the
grocer, the shoe manufacturer; take the crowd the Security
League has assembled together and have them decide whether
certain utterances were lawful or unlawful, whether they tended

to increase or reduce profits, whether they tended to overturn
soclety, and they are sure to decide the case as their prejudices
and ignorance determine.

Whatever excuse there might have been for that law during
thaﬁr wn].;. Lti%r;‘ is ’??ol ﬁx&use fo;.-l continuing it to-day.

% e gentleman permit a question?

Mr. LONDON. Yes. . XA

Mr. BLACK. Does the gentleman think we ought not to
have any legal method of punishing the man who advocates tha
overthrow of this Government by methods of violence?

Mr, LONDON, My dear sir, the man who advocates the over-
throw of a government by violence puts himself outside of the
pale of law, The man who believes in the overthrow of anything
by violence, that is not socialism; and I am opposed to the use
of violence in any form.

That is why as a Socialist I have voted against war. I do
not believe in the healing efficacy of violence and war. I
do not believe that by putting a million men against a half
million men and killing the half million men you establish any,
moral or ethical principle. You merely establish the fact that
a million men commanded by better generals and supplied with
better artillery are stronger than half a million men com-
manded by weaker generals and supplied with weaker artillery.
As a Soclalist I oppose the use of physieal violence, and that is
why I condemn those slanderers and ignoramuses who seek to
confuse the life-giving philosophy of Socialism, which seeks to
apply the noblest principles of religion to the actualities of life—
that is why I condemn those who seek to confuse the philosophy
of Socialism with the theory of violence.

Mr. SUMNERS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? '

Mr. LONDON. Yes. ¢

Mr, SUMNERS. I fully respect the gentleman's views, but
I want to ask this question: Does he believe in meeting vio-
lence with violence? What are you going to do when a man
comes at you with a gun? I ask that for information.

Mr. LONDON. That will lead me away from the subject. |

Mr. SUMNERS. Then I withdraw the question. A

Mr. LONDON. I am not a believer in nonresistance, but
that would take me away from the subject. I would refer the
gentleman to Tolstoy for those things. I am not a believer in
nonresistance. The doctrine of nonresistance has been preached
for 2,000 years and the opposite of it has been practiced during
those 2,000 years. The gentleman can find better authority than
I am upon that subject and more binding authority.

The man who advocates the overthrow of government by vio-
lence puts himself outside of the law. Countries which have
permitted the widest possible latitude, so far as freedom of
speech goes, have not been losers thereby. Take the English
Government, for instance. Every anarchist was given a place
of refuge in London. They have allowed them there to talk,
and England has never had a single act of assassination, while
Spain and Italy, where they have had rigorous restrictive laws
relating to the freedom of assemblage, have had all sorts of
anarchistic attempts, because violence on the part of the Gov-
ernment breeds violence on the part of the people.

Mr. BLACK., Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? |

Mr. LONDON. Yes,

Mr, BLACK. I understand from the gentleman's answer fo
my question that he does favor a law that would prohibit a
man from advocating the overthrow of this Government by,
violence?

Mr. LONDON. Or the overthrow of any government by vio-
lence, except to this extent—to the extent which is embodied
in the American Declaration of Independence, that the people
in their collective capacity reserve the right to overthrow a
government which has usurped powers which do not belong to
it. Of course, that is a fundamental principle, to which the
gentleman subseribes, I am sure.

Mr. BLACK. If we are in agreement on that, does the gen-
tleman know of any law that we have on the statute books
that would prevent him or any other man from advocating his
doctrines of socialism?

Mr. LONDON. Ob, that is exactly what is happening. What
has taken place under the so-called espionage law is that men
are being prosecuted and persecuted, very often by well-mean-
ing officers, because to those officers the doctrines which the
accused advocate seem to be subversive of well-ordered society.
In other words, their doctrines are unpopular, their doctrines
are misunderstood. Let me give the gentleman this illustras
tion: During the campaign of 1916 the Democrats gained popu-
larity by proclaiming the slogan, “He kept us out of war.”
The Republicans avoided the issue. In October, however, the
National Hughes Alliance published an advertisement over the
names of 27 prominent eitizens, including ex-Presidents Roose-
velt and Taft, Joseph H. Choate, Robert T. Linecoln, and Elihu
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Root. The statement dealt with the Mexican situation. It
contained, among other things, the following declaration:

“Qur business is business. Year by year it becomes more
apparent that the markets of the world must be kept open to
American industries. We can not extend our trade further
than we are able to defend it. The rivalries that begin in
commerce end on battle flelds. The history of war is green
with international jealousies. Every great conflict in modern
times had its origin in some question of property rights. We
are now universal competitors and are destined to grow con-
stantly stronger rivals for a power which other people will not
surrender without a trial of wit and will and, if need be, force,”
and so forth.

That statement was signed by prominent Republican states-
men and is substantially true; there is no doubt about that;
but if the very same things were said by a Socialist—if a Social-
ist were to say that most wars are caused by the clash of the
economic interests of nations and are primarily business wars—
it would have led him, of course, in some States to the gallows
and in other places to jail after indictment and trial by preju-
diced men.

If I had time, I would have no difficulty in explaining to
the gentleman that what is known as bolshevism is a stage
in a revolution which may continue for several years. It is a
stage in a struggle incident to Russian life. No other nation
in the world has or has had similar conditions. A people
stretching over a territory one-sixth of the world's surface,
juropean Russin constituting one-half of Europe, Asiatic Rus-
sia being one and a half times as great as the whole of Europe,
contending——

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I yield the gentleman 10 minutes
additional.

Mr. LONDON. I thank you. Contending with the evil
wrought by a most abominable system of monarchism, where
every aspiration of the people was suppressed, where the only
reward the noble men and women of Russia received from their
Government during the last 50 years was exile to Siberia and
death on the scaffold—in this land, where revolution was the
only way out, the contest for true democracy was bound to as-
sume a revolutionary character. And then Russia has had pecul-
iar economic institutions. So, for instance, in the greater part
of European Russia the peasants look upon collective ownership
of land as the only proper form of land ownership, and naturally
when in a country like that a revolution takes place—

Mr. BLACK. ~Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LONDON. Let me develop this argument. There the
principle of collective ownership of land flows out of their life,
and while it may appear to be subversive in a country where
individualism prevails, over there it is merely the next stage
in the evolution of the people. I now yield to the gentleman.

Mr. BLACK. The gentleman has read, of course, the con-
stitution of the Soviets?

Mr., LONDON, Yes.

Mr. BLACK. Does not that constitution first prohibit the
private ownership of land, and then provide that the owner of
the land when dispossessed could not be paid anything whatso-
ever for his ownership? I take that to indicate that there is
private ownership of land, because the constitution itself recog-
nizes private ownership and provides that the Soviet States shall
have“the right to go out and dispossess them and pay nothing
at all.

Mr. LONDON.
me—

Mr. BLACK. Does the gentleman approve of that?

Mr. LONDON. I should tell the gentleman this, that while
the principle of the collective ownership of land exists among
the people and is a part of the very psychology of the revolution,

only 12 per cent of the land was owned collectively and 88 per
cent was owned individually, by large estates, by the church,
and by the Czar's family. Now, the gentleman knows that tha
history of modern England began with the division of land of
England among the generals who invaded and conquered Eng-
land. The feudal system of the rest of Europe was similar in
origin, and as far as Russia is concerned, the feudal system
of Russia was firmly established by Catherine II, to whom Byron
referred as a Queen, spelling it “ g-u-e-a-n.”

It is easy fo understand that there should be an attempt made
in Russia to extend the principle of the collective ownership
of land. Whatever form of government they may have now
can not be considered the last and final form of government.

Alr. BLACK. Does the gentleman approve that part of their
fn:r-.titution that confiscates private ownership, title to the

and?

Mr. LONDON. The gentleman Is a lawyer and will concede
that the very basis of American real-property law is that the

If the gentleman would not have interrupted

people collectively are the ultimate owners of the land. That
is the very basis of American law, and it is on that principle
that we exercise the right of eminent domain.

Mr. BLACK. I am interested to know if the gentleman ap-
proves of that article of the Soviet constitution which provides
that the private owner of land shall be deprived of his title
without compensation? That is a plain question.

Mr, LONDON. No. The principle adopted by the Socialist
Party is that private owners shall be compensated. That is
the principle adopted by the Socialist Party.

Mr. BLACK. I am talking about this constltution.

Mr, LONDON. The principle, I say, that the Socialists have
adopted is that the private owner shall be compensated. I look
upon the Soviet declaration as a revolutionary step taking place
during an upheaval.

Mr. BLACK. Do you approve that doctrine or disapprove it?

Mr. LONDON. I have answered you that as a Socialist 1
would permit the compensation of the private landowner, but I
would not permit the continunance of large estates. I would not
permit the church to own one-tenth of the land for the purpose
of communion with the Lord, because the Lord does not need it,
and when the poor peasant, who has only one-half an gere,
needs that ground in order to live on it and toil on it.

The question is not whether you and I approve the particular
step taken by a revolutionary government or a particular con-
stitution. I am distressed when a Democrat expresses hatred
of the effort of the masses of Russia to liberate themselves,
You can not advise them. I was opposed to the sending of Root
as commissioner, and advised the President against it. I knew
Root would not succeed. But in justice to him it must be said
no one could have succeeded—not with 180,000,000 people in
revolt. It took the liftle American Republic four years to estab-
lish a Constitution, and the Constitution was adopted in secret,
and many a delegate left that constitutional convention in dis-
gust, and, what is more, although they adopted the most won-
derful document in the history of republies, they retained the
curse of slavery, which subsequently cost America a million
lives.

It took the French Republie six or seven years before they
adopted a constitution by a majority of one vote, and then they
did not dare to openly proclaim that they were establishing a
republie, but they smuggled in the word * republic” by saying,
“The President of the Republic shall be elected.”

That was in the year 1878. See the slow progress of the
world. The individual and the people collectively live through
more in a year than it would take a generation to live through,
The American people should treat with sympathy the effort of
the great Russian masses—their groping for liberty and their

striving for a better state of society.

Mr. ROSE. Only recently I saw published in one of our
local papers in the city an alleged copy of a declaration made
by some government in Russia, and it appeared to me as
though it advocated public ownership in women.

Mr. LONDON. Let me say that—-

Mr, ROSE. I would like ‘to have the gentleman, while on
the subject of Russia, to tell us about that.

Mr. LONDON. Russia occupies a territory about twice as
large as the whole of Europe.

There was a meeting of prostitutes in San Francisco. That
is in the United States of America. The prostitutes demanded
certain rights. Now, suppose some cheap tory or some Euro-
pean aristocrat—and they have been doing it for decades, try-
ing to make the American people and the American democracy
appear ludicrous—would have exaggerated that meeting of
prostitutes in San Francisco as a great national movement
covering the United States. That is exactly what has been
done by a press that seeks to exaggerate every little disagree-
able thing that occurs in the revolution. I saw a reference
to that in a syndicalist paper published in Switzerland.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. LONDON. Can the gentleman give me 15 minutes more?

Mr, SHALLENBERGER. I will yield to the gentleman 10
minctes more.

Mr. LONDON. I saw that incident referred to in a syndi-
calist paper published in Switzerland. They refer to that
particular incident and mention some little town, a little loecal
soviet, somewhere in the east of Europe, near Siberia. It is
very likely that such a thing should have happened in revolu-
tionary times.

‘Why, there was such a school of thought in France during the
revolutionary days of the thirties. These are the excrescences,
these are the exuberances, these are the absurdities, of revolu-
tionary days.

And then let me say this fo the gentleman: While this procla-
mation has shocked him so much, I wonder whether he has
been equally shocked by the report of the ravages of unmention-
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able diseases under the best established methods of govern-
ment? I wonder whether, when he read the report of the hor-
rible effect of unmentionable diseases upon the youth of America,
he did not ask himself the question whether, under our present
state of society, millions of homes are destroyed, millions of
children will be born abnormal because of the horrible effect
of these diseases? The Soviet government has adopted a rather
complex law dealing with the subjects of marriage and divorce.
i The question is not whether their constitutions are good or
bad, The question is whether the Russian people shall be per-
mitted to solve their own problems in their own way.
} Coming down to the fundamental proposition which I started
out to develop, I ask you as a democratic Congress—using the
wwvord “ democratic” in the broader sense, including Republicans,
including all of you as Members of the House of Representa-
tives—I ask you to repeal the obnoxious espionage law. I ask
“¥ou to stop this unjust, unfair attack upon the Socialist philos-
phy. You can not crush it by force. Socialism seeks to apply
ghe ethical principles of religion to life. Socialism seeks to
.&ubstitute cooperation for eompetition wherever competition is
hurtful to the interests of soclety. Socialism believes in the
doctrine of evolution, of the power of education and of science.
|iWe are the advocates of the theory of evolution, and we do not
|want those who happen to be in the majority to use the physieal,
coercive, brutal power of the majority to suppress freedom of
thought, freedom of the press, and freedom of assembly.

It is not necessary for me to repudiate the doctrine that the
‘American Republic and the American people are the greatest in
the world. Believing that this is the country of the greatest
opportunity and of the greatest possibilities; that we are
! younger, stronger, more vigorous, more energetic than any other
people; that we have larger opportunities which we have not
‘yet utilized, I ask you not to fall asleep on your rights while
"other nations are now congquering new liberties. I do not want
you to fritter away the liberty for which your fathers fought
and for which heroes bled in the past. [Applause.]

Mr, Chairman, I ask leave to revise and extend my remarks.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unan-
imous consent to revise and extend his remarks, Is there objec-
tion? :

{ There was no objection.

; . DENT. Mr. Chairman, I am going to make the sugges-
tion to the gentleman from California [Mr. Kaaxn] that I have
practically exhausted my time. I would like to know about
how much longer we ought to run. I hope that we can close
'general debate to-night, with the exception of the time that the
‘gentleman from California would like to have to-morrow.

' Mr. KAHN. I have about an hour more to run this evening.
I have time asked for to the extent of one hour.

| Mr, DENT, Then I am going to make a suggestion. Of
course, we can not arrange to conclude debate here in Com-
mittee of the Whole, but I am going to suggest that we remain
[nnﬂl we finish that hour; and then I will ask, when we adjourn
.to-night, that the gentleman from California may have one hour
to-morrow, and after that hour ask'that general debate close.

| Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman re-
gerve a few minutes for himself to-morrow?

| Mr. DENT. I can get it under the five-minute rule.

' Mr. HUMPHREYS. When I said “for himself” I meant
himself as a distributor.

| Mr. DENT. If the gentleman from Mississippi wishes some
time, I am sure he could inform us very materially about mis-
takes that we have made in the bill.

| Mr. HUMPHREYS. I can do that under the five-minute rule
in case there should be any mistakes in the bill. I do not ex-
|press any opinion on that, but I did want to submit a few
Yobservations under general debate, but I will not insist upon
it. I will tell you what I want to talk about——

| Mr. DENT, We have always been liberal in extensions of
time, and I am perfectly willing to let the gentleman from Mis-
‘sissippi have the time he wishes under the five-minute rule,
knowing that he never asks for an excessive allotment of time.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr. WarsH].

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, the able and clever gentleman
from New York [Mr. Loxpox], who is always interesting in his
remarks, has made one of his characteristic addresses to the
House, and has been followed with much interest by those who
have been privileged to hear him. He has sought to impress
upen us that in his opinion, as I understood him, the dangers
of bolshevism are now threatening only the peoples of Russia,
and that, as far as this great Nation is concerned, we need
have no apprehension of those who preach the doctrines which
he mentioned, nor should we be concerned with those who seek
to overthrow or undermine our form of government. Soon the

gentleman will be concluding a service in this branch of the
National Legislature, a service in which he has added much of
interest, at least, to the discussions of the various measures
that have engaged our attention. But I think, in view of the
expressions of opinion which we are accustomed to hear from
the gentleman from New York, when his term of service is con-
cluded, he not having been privileged to participate in that
momentous conference now being held in France, he will find
a fertile field in which to put into execution some of the recom-
mendations which he seeks to have us heed, in the land of
which he speaks, amongst the people of the great country of
Russia; and he will find that the men who have caused the
confusion there are men who have gone from this country,
where, somehow, they have become imbued with the views they
are attempting to put into practice over there, men like Lenine
and Trotzky, who are attempting to formulate a government
which apparenily meets with the gentleman's approval and
which he is holding up to us, the United States of America, as
a pattern to be modeled after. With him as an assistant to the
leaders of that element in Russia, with the experience he has
had in legislation here, I doubt not that he will be able to glve
great aid in bringing peace and quiet once more amidst those
troublous and troubled people.

We are approaching the conclusion of a great war which has
tested our resources and our strength and our statesmanship to
the utmost. I believe, sir, that we should see to it that one of
the consequences of that war sghall not be that we have weak-
ened our institutions or impaired the value of our form of gov-
ernment, and I say, sir, we ought not to heed the suggestions
of gentlemen who advocate doctrines such as have been preached,
aye, even during the waging of the war, in violation of our laws.
Men who have preached those doctrines and who have violated
our laws have been punished when found guilty. The gentleman
says that the espionage law should be repealed. I assume that
the espionage law will be repealed when the treaty of peace
shall have been concluded. I do not imagine that the gentleman
from New York was seeking to prejudge the case of one of his
fellow Socialists, or at least of one who believes in some of the
principles which he advocates, who has been elected to serve in
this branch of the Government during the next Congress. But
if our trial by jury still maintains, if the protection of the
courts is still in existence, that gentleman has had a trial by
jury in the jurisdiction in which he resides, and has been found
guilty ; and clearly such utterances as he made during the war
were not such as to unite our people in its prosecution or to
assist our people In winning this important struggle. So I sub-
mit that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Loxpox] might
well wait until the turmoil resulting from this struggle has
somewhat abated, and that he might abide his soul in patience
and console himself with the thought that nearly all of those
who seek to revolutionize our form of government are those who
have made a failure in revolutionizing or improving, according
to their views, other forms of government. [Applause.] If our
institutions and laws and the foundations upon which our Gov-
ernment is based have been sufficient to withstand the struggles
through which we have gone in this crisis and in the contests
and wars of the past, I submit, sir, there is no stronger hope to
hold out to the peoples of the world who believe in a government
of laws and not of men than that this Nation will in the future,
as in the past, stand for this as the Government of liberty-loving
people throughout the earth; and I have no patience with the
Socialist, with the Bolshevik, or their apologists, who seek now
to take advantage of the unrest in the world to advocate their
doctrines and to excite our people to urge and advocate revolu-
tion or, if that is too strong a word, to advocate improvement
or change under the guise of socialistic doctrines in our struec-
ture.

I believe we can continue to go along the avenues of the
future under our present form of government and under our
present laws, improved from time to time as conditions may
arise. I am sure I speak the sentiments of the American
people when I say we do not need at this time the urging or
the recommendations of Mr. Lenine or of Mr. Trotzky—no, nor
of the colleagues and assoclates of the gentleman from New
York—in improving our conditions for the future. Many times,
as I have listened to the gentleman from New York, who is an
able man and a student of government, I have regretted that,
since he has interested himself in problems of government,
somewhere or somehow at the start he reached a switch which
put him off upon a sidetrack, and that he has been chasing
rainbows of glittering hue, and that he has not kept along the
main line and associated himself with parties that believe in a
government of laws under the Constitution of the United
States as laid down by the fathers following the immortal truths
of the Declaration of Independence. [Applause.]
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This is no time nor are these ihe eonditions under which to
attempt to put into practice or to countenance the doctrine of
bolshevism, to which 1he gentleman has referred.

I trust that the distinguished gentleman from New York when

he retires to private life will see to it that, as far as he is able
to, he will combat the tendency on the part of certain people
to be beguiled by the preachings and teachings of these gentle-
'men who went from the East Side of New York and who found
_that they could do the things in Russia which they could only try
to do in America ; that he will seek to correct the apparent desire
on the part of the people to be misled and befuddled by the
doctrine such as the Russian Bolshevik disturbers urge and
advocate, Let us see to it in the remaining days of this session,
and those of us who have been sufficiently fortunate to be hon-
ored with election, in the next Congress that in meeting the
problems that will confront us we shall seek to perpetuate the
institutions of our Government, strengthen our laws, and make
firm the great fragment of the human family and not to be
diverted, misled, or beguiled by the soothing-sirup pronuncia-
mentos which may be dealt out to us in doses from fime to
time by reformers, be they Socialists, anarchists, or others of
their ilk. We ought to affirm and reaffirm, again and again,
our allegiance to the Government of the United States of
America, to its Constitution, and to its laws. [Applause.]

Mr, KAHN, Mr, Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gentle-
man from Oklahoma [Mr, CaaxprLer].

Mr. CHANDLER of Oklahoma. Mr, Chalirman, recently the
press of this country has been full of comment upon the action
of the Secretary of War in granting wholesale pardons to a lot
of so-called conscientious objectors, slackers, or, as they term
themselves, political prisoners, These pardons were granted
and these men were liberated from prison, were given full pay
and an honorable discharge, although they had done everything
possible to hinder and obstruct this Government in the prosecu-
tion of the war. There possibly may have been some meritorions
cases among this large number, but if there were each case should
have stood upon its own merits. We have witnessed this nn-
usual procedure of liberating these so-called political prisoners
and who were honorably discharged, while there still remained
in the same prison over 8,500 prisoners, a great many of whom
were sent there for trivial offenses, who at all times stood ready
and willing to fight for their country. Some of these 3,500 were
sent back here from France, some of them saw aetnal service
on the battle field, and although they were there in prison prob-
ably for a short term they are not even considered, they are not
pardoned, they are not given discharges and their full pay with
mileage. At the same time we witness hundreds of thousands of
the boys who are in the Army, both in the camps here in the
United States and in foreign countries, who have stood ready
and willing fo fight for their country, who have asked and de-
gire their discharge so that they may return home and take up
their ordinary civil life, and are denied, while these so-called
conscientious objectors are given preference over ihe boys who |
were not only willing to fight but worked for their country. Yet
the Secretary of War is giving preference to these so-called con-
scientions objectors over these thousands of loyal Americans,
who stood ready to pay the supreme sacrifice for liberty on the
battle fields. What do these thounsands of men in uniform think
of Mr, Baker and of his assistants? What will the loyal Ameri-
can citizens not in uniform think of them, especially when they
give preference to such men, who call themselves conscientious
objectors, as Henry Layman? I hold in my hand a transeript of
some of the testimony of the said Henry Layman when he was
“examined at Camp Funston, Kans. One of the guestions which
was asked him is as follows: “ Read your Bible in Russian or
American? Answer, In German.” Please note the answer of this
go-called conscientious objector. Do you think he is a good Amer-

[{ean citizen and should be given preference over our good loyal
American boys who have fought upon the battle fields of France,
who are now clamoring for their discharges? Again I guote
from the testimony of this same man: * Question. If a negro
were about to rape your mother and the only way that you could
prevent it was to shoot him, and you had a gun, would you do
1t? Answer. No, sir.” My God, my friends, what do you think of
any department which wounld give a man of this character, who

.would make such an answer as (his, preference over and above
our good loyal American citizens?

My mails have been flooded with letters—and I presume every
Member of this Ilouse has received them—attempting to sef
forth the bad treatment of these so-called political prisoners,
The most of it is pure propaganda. If these men had complied
with the law, they were amply protected in every way, but they
did neot see fit to comply with the law; on the contrary, they
refused to do ordinary work, although the orders from the War
Department did not compel them to wear uniforms.

I have here a statement of faects pertaining to conditions
which arose between military authorities and conscientions
objectors made by Eugene (. Brisbane, captain, Infantry,
United States Army, on the Sth day of January, 1919, office
of provost marshal, Camp Funston, Kans, which clearly sets
forth the facts pertaining to these so-called conscientious ob-
jectors. The law and the regulations relating to conscientious
objectors read as follows:

THE LAW AXD REGULATIONS BELATIXG TO THE COXSCIENTIOUS OBJECTOR.

1. In dealing with the class of men drafted inte the Army known
as religious objectors, we must consider the laws and V-
the service in that relation Without regard to the
mtutes exempting those who from religious teachings ubject to mung

part in warfare in any form, the n as to what class or cla

of men the legislature intended to lmum in the menning ut the tecm
“ conscientious objector” during existing may be
clearly established by a re{em:ce to tlm mtntu herel.na!ter briefly

Notwithstandi.ntf the fact that the highest duty to be t1:,e|-1!(:rmt’.~1] by
the individual citizens of a nation is a prompt raspnm

defense of the country, there is to be found among all eap.lesthen—
ligious fanatic who, because of his belief in a fixed objects to
participation in war in a combatant capacity. In time o pence th:!s
class of citizens enjoy all the rights and benefits of eitizenship.

have no hesitaney in calling upon the police force in their communities
to defend them ngnlnsr. the Inwless element when their ri hts nr p-
crties are subjected to trespass or criminal act, g o
danger to life and property. They freely use the courts of the land
the settlement of their controversies when It is known to them that the
power of the courts is mever stmn&er the power of the sheriff to
execute the decrees of the courts. This power is invariably represented
by armed force whenever that force is tequired to carry into cxacution
the orders of the court,

However, when the Nation is attacked by a well-organized military
force, pardizing her ce and hap and even the titles to
pro es, as well as the lives of her tlmnu. these religions fanatics
who have enjoyed freedom, enforced omly by armed strength on the
g}urt of thelr Government, demand e:emp on from duty with the colors

repeling invasion of her rights and homes, and expcct their fellow
cltizens to defend them and their properties against the common enemy.

In times of national calamity, such as confronts us to-day, it is need-
less to say that the religious objector deserves no consideration what-
ever, a8 a class, that is not extended to all citizens alike. To dis-
cr!minnte nmun,g classes in the organization of a mational force for the
common defense is to create dissention and a division of forees within
the Nation th.ut bids fair to lead us to utter defeat through the break-
h:%dm of the morale of the peog e and their military forces.

egnrdless of all that may be said against favoring a class or classes
the people by exemption from militin service, Congress saw fit, in
69 of its act of June 3, 1916, known as the national defense
act, enacted during peace times, to provide for the exemption from
mllitar: service of a designated ¢lass in the f erds b
* all persons who because of religious
exc tlon from military service, if the consclentions hnld.lnf of uch
hy such msons shall be established under such ations
the President shall prescribe, shall be exempted from mi
in a combatant eapacity ; but no persons so exempted shall be mmpt
from militia service in any caparit}- thnt the President shall declare
to be moncombatant.”

It will be noted that a broad interpretation of this act would
to release from combatant military service any and all who claim
exemption, and unless such re tions as tg:-eacﬂhcd by the Ment
thereunder & operly control the situoa every member of the
Military Establishment would be at liberty to refuse to enter actual
combat at any time he saw fit to set up his claim for exemption.

However. when the lawmakers were consldering this sul:ject lmdcr
war conditions, they evidently deemed it advisable to change the
to make it applicable to bona fide claims only, and not io leave it m
the dictates of the conscience of each indl fual soldier to establish

his rights thereunder, and by section 4 of the act of Congress approved
Hny 13 1817, known as the draft act, it is od 2

‘Aml uothing in this act con shall construed to require or

son to serve in any of the forces herein provided for

compel any
to be a member of an wenmognlsed religious sect or

who I8 foun

organization at present organized and whose existing cmad
or prin Lﬂm forbid its members to panj in war in any form, and
whoge Iglous cnnv!etionx are against war or participation therein
in nccordance the creed or

E:indples of said rveligious organiza-
tion ; but no person so exempted shall be exempted from service In any
cnpncity that the President shall declare to be moncombatant.”

It is clear that Congress intended that this provision should omly
apply to members of well- ized religions organizations existing
ntthetimeofthemm]gpofftsnct with a then existing creed or
established principles forbidding the members thereof from participating
in war in any form, and further, members of such organizations claim-
ing exemption under this act were to be required to establish the fact
that they live up to such creed or principles by individually entertaining
re]}tglous convictions in accordance with the creeds of their various
sects

There is nothing in the law that could be consirned to mean that
any r man would be permitted to walk about the post or camp
dressed in clvillan clothing. However, the first instructions to the
Army under the law exempted a certain class of men from wearing the
amitorm by the following telegram from the War Departmment to all
d‘lvislnn commanders, dated September 25, 1917:

“ Seeretary of War directs that selected Mennomites who report te
your camp for duty be mot forced to wear uniform, as question of
raiment is one of the tenets of their faith."

On October 10, 1917, the following confidential letter was sent eut
to a‘ll division eommanders :

#“1, The Secretary of War directs that you be instructed to segregate
the conscientious objectors in their dlvisions and to place them under
supervision of instructors who shall be e ly selected with a view
of insuring that these men will be han with tact and cemsideration
and that thelr gquestions will be answered fully nnd frankl l,

2. With reference to thelr attitude of objecting to military service,
these men are not to be treated as yiolating military laws, therehy
subjecting themselves to the penaltiés of the Articles of War, but
thelr attitude in this respect will be quietly ignored and they will be
treated with kindly consideration, Attention to this connection is
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invited to a case where a number of conscientious objectors in ome of
our divisions when tremted in this manner renounced their original
objections to military service and voluntarily offered to give thelr best
efforts to the service of the United States as soldiers,

“3. It is desired that after the procedure above indicated shall
have been followed for a sufficient length of time to afford opportunity
to djudge of the results derived from it a report of the action taken
and the results obtained under these instructions be submitted to the
War Department by each divislon commander. As a result of the
consideration of all these reports, further instructions will be issued
by the Secretary of War as to the policy to be observed in the future
in the ease of conscientious objectors.

“ 4, Under no circumstances are the instructions contained in the
foregoing to be given to the newspa L

Notwithstanding the fact that the statute clearly defined the term
“ conscientious objector,” the following confidential letter extended its

meaning to include any soldier announcing {oersonal scruples against
war, his letter was dated December 19, 1917, and was addressed to
all camp commanders except Camp Grant :

“1. e Secretary of War directs that until further instructions

on the subject are ued ‘personal scruples against war' should be
considered as constituting  conscientlous objectors,” and such persons
should be treated in the same manner as other ‘ conscientious objectors '
under the instructions contained in confidential letter from this office
dated October 10, 1917. -

“ 2. Under no circumstances should these instructions be communi-
cated to the newsm{'em”

Then, on March 11, 1918, the following letter was published to camp
commanders :

“1. You are informed that instructions regarding the segregating
of conscientious objectors contained in confidential letters from The
'Adjutant General of October 10 and December 19, 1917, should not be
construed as requiring the minillng in one grouﬁu of different classes
gr ion%cienu?ua objectors, who for the good of the service may better

e kept apart.

“ 2, Under no circumstances are the instructions contained in the
foregulnf to be given to the newspapers.”
© - This letter was followed by an Executive order dated AMarch 20,
1018, published by General Order No. 28, War Department, current
serles, containing the following:

+ “1 hereby declare that the following military service is noncom-
batant service:

“(a) Service in the Medical Corps, whenever performed. This in-
cludes service in the sanitary detachment attached to combatant units
at the front; service in the division sanitary trains composed of ambu-
lance companies and field hospital comgnnies. on the line of eommuni-
cations, at the base in France, and with the troops and at hospltals in
the United States; also the service of supply and repair in the Medical
Department.

“(b) Any service in the Quartermaster Corps in the United States
may treated as noncombatant. Also, in rear of zone of opera-
tions, service in the following: Stevedore companies, labor companies,
remount depots, veterinary hospitals, sup:il_v depots, bakery companfes,
the subsistence service, the bathing service, the laundry service, the
salvage service, the clothing renovation servfce, the shoe-repair service,
the transportation repalr service, and motor-truck companies,

“(e¢) Any engineer gervice in the United States may be treated as non-
ecombatant. Also, in rear of zone of operations, service as follows:
Railroad building, operations, and repair; road building and repair ;
construction of rear-line fortifications, auxiliary defenses, ete.; con-
gtruction of docks, wharves, storehouses, and of such cantonments as
may be built by the Corps of Engineers; topographical work; camou-
flage ; map reproduction ; supply-depot service ; repair service ; bydraulie
seryice ; and Torestry service.

2, Persons ordered to reﬂport for military service under the above
acét who have (a) been certified by thelr local boards to be members of
a religious sect or organization as defined in section 4 of said act or
'(b) who object to participating in war because of consclentious scruples
but have failed to receive certificates as members of a religious sect or
orﬂmlmtion from their local board will be assigned to noncombatant
military service as defined in paragraph 1 to the extent that such per-
gons arc able to accept service as aforesaid without violation of the
religlous or other conscientious scru;;]les by them in good faith enter-
tained. Upon the promulgation of this order it shall be the duty of
each division, camp, or post commander, through a tactful and con-
giderate officer, to present to all such persons the provisions hereof,
with adegquate explanation of the character of noncombatant service
herein defined and, upon such explanation, to secure acceptance of as-
gignment to the several kinds of mnoncombatant service above enu-
merated ; and whenever any person is assigned to noncombatant service
b{ reason of his religious or other conscientious scruples he shall be
Ziven a certificate stating the assignment and reascn therefor, and such
certificate shall thereafter be respected as preventing the transfer of
guch persons from such noncombatant service to combatant service by
n division, camp, post, or other commander under whom said person
may thereafter called to serve, but such certificate shall not prevent
the assignment of such person to some other form of noncombatant
service with his own consent. So far as may be found feasible by each
division, camp, or post commander, future assignments of such persons
to noncombatant military service will be restricted to the several de-
tachments and units of the Medical Department in the absence of a
request for assignment to some other branch of noncombatant service
#s defined in paragraph 1 hereof.

“ 3. On the 1st day of .Agrll, and thereafter monthly, each division,
camp, or post commander shall report to The Adjotant General of the
Army, for the information of the Chief of Staff and the Secretary of
War, the names of all persons under their respective commands who
profess religious or other conscientious scruples as above described and
who have been unwilling to accept, by reason of such scruples, assign-
ment to noncombatant military service as above defined, and as to each
such person so reported, a brief, comprehensive statement as to the
nature of the objection to the acceptance of such noncombatant military
service entertained, The Secretary of War will from time to time
lassify the persons so reported and give further directions as to the
;llspos.lyl’iou of them. Pending such directions from the Secretary of
‘War, all such persons not accepting assignment to noncombatant service
shi be segregated, as far as practicable, and placed under the com-
mand of a specially qualified officer of tact and judgment, who will be
instructed to impose no punitive hardship of any kind upon them, but
not to allow their objections to be made the basis of any favor or con-
sideration beyond exemption from actual military service which is not
extended to any other soldier in the service of the United States.

“ 4, With a view to maintaining discipline, it is pointed out that the
discretion of courts-martial, so far as any shall be ordered to deal with

the cases of persons who fail or refuse to com with lawful orders
reason of alleged religlous or other consc!cn?ilgus scruples, should ‘ljlg
exercised, if feasible, so as to secure uniformity of penalties in the
imposition of sentences under articles of war 64 and 65 for the willfal’
disobedience of a lawful order or command. It will be recognized that
sentences imposed by such courts-martial, when not otherwise described
by law, shall prescribe confinement in the United States discl linary
barracks or elsewhere, as the Secretary of War or the review&g au-
thority may direct, but not in a penitentiary; but this shall not apply,
to the cases of men who desert elther before reporting for duty to the
military authorities or subsequently thereto.

5. The Secretary of War will review the sentences and findings of
courts-mariial heretofore held of persons who come within any of the
classes herein described and bring to the attention of the President for
remedy, if any be needed, sentences and judgments found at varlance
with the provisions hereof.” .

With a view to determining the mental condition of the conscientio
objector, the following instructions were issued by the War Departmegz
on April 10, 1918 : :

“ Referring to the Instructions to have a chological examination
of all conscientious objectors made, which vcrremm:lar contngined in lettt’.u.EI c:':t
March 6, 1918, the Secretary of War directs that all of these men whom
the examination psychologists, for any reason, consider should receive
further examination by a psychiatric speclalist be examined by such a
speciallst. In all cases where psychiatric sPeclallsts recommend the
discharge from service of such men for mental deficlency or derange-
ment their d:scharﬁe for the good of the service is authorlysed."

From the above letter it is to be observed that the conscientious ob-
jector is t}:olaced in a class entirely separate from other soldiers of the
Army. Under existing regulations the disposition of mental defects is
provided for.

Although all soldiers of the United States Army are at all times sub-
Ject to the {)emlties to be im by the Artlclelt; of War, withonts:.lha
proper application of which discipline can not be malntained, the con-
scientious objector is exempted therefrom, and the attention of all
commanders was called to the provisions of previous instructions by
the following War Department letter of April 18, 1918 :

*1. With reference to the Executive order dated March 21, 1818,
published in General Orders No. 28, War Department, 1918, the Sec-
retary of War directs the attention of all commanding officers to the

rovisions of wrifmph 8 of this order, to the effect &nt no punitive

ardship of any kind be imposed nPon © lentious objectors who do
not accept assignment to noncombatant service before thelr cases shall
have been submitted to the Secretary of War, and instructions relating
to their disposition shall have been issued by him.”

On the same day the following memorandum from the Secretary of
War to The Adjutant General was published :

* Mr. Keppel has brought to my attention the question raised in my
absence as to whether men who aeccept service in noncombatant
branches under the provisions of the President’s Executive order shall
be uired to bear side arms.

“ My judgment is that it should be contrary to the spirit of the order
ttlo req these men to bear arms if they can not conscientiously

o 8o,”

The side arms of a soldier, referred to in the above memorandum,
consist of a belt, with bayonet and scabbard, worn, as a rule, to desig-
nate men on certain dutles.

Extending further consideration and Privllegen to the conscientious
objector on June 1, 1918, the following instructions were published by
the War Department:

“1. By the terms of the presidential order of March 20, 1918, men
reportl.nf at the training camps under the provisions of the selective
service law who profess conscientious scruples against warfare are

iven an opportunity to select forms of service designated by the
ident to be noncombatant in character, By direction of the Sec-
retary of War, dated April 22, 1918, instructions were issued by this
office April 27, 1918, to try by court-martial those declining to accept
such nouncombatant service; (a) whose attitude in camp is defiant;
(b) whose sincerity is questioned ; (¢) who are active in propaganda.

%2 All other men who profess comscientions objections now segre-
fated in posts and camps—i. e., those who, while themselves refusing
o obey military Instructions on the ground of conscientious scruples,
religious or other, have given no other cause of criticlsm in their con-
duct, and all who have or may be acquitted by such court-mar-
tial—shall be transferred to Fort Leavenworth. Orders for such
transfers will be obtained from this office. The commanding officer,
Fort Leavenworth, will keep these men segregated, but not under ar-
rest, pending further instructions from this office.

3. The same procedure shall be carried out as promptly as possible
in the cases of men professing similar scruples “who may report at
posts or camps in the future,

“4 Under no circumstances will conscientious objectors otherwise
qualified to perform military duty be discharged from their responsi-
bilities under the selective service law, but the Secretary of War has
constituted a board of inquiry, composed of a representative from the
Judge Advocate’s office (Maj. Richard C. Stoddard) chairman ; Judge
Juiian W. Mack, of the Federal court; and Dean H. F. Stone, of the
Columbia University Law School. It will be the duty of this board
to interrogate %ersonail each man so transferred. Such men as may
be determined by this rd to be sincere in their attitnde and de-
girous of serving their country in any way within the limits of their
conscientious scruples may be furloughed by the commanding officer,
Fort Leavenworth, without ?a_y, for agricultural service, upon the vol-
untary application of the soldier, under the authority contained in the
act of Congress of March 16. 1918, and the provisions of General
Order No. 81, 1918, provision being made:

“(1) That monthly repcrt as to the industry of each person so fur-
loughed shall be received from (isinterested sources, and that the
furlough shall terminate automatically upon receipt of report that he
is not working to the best of his ability ; and

*(2) Tkat no person shall be recommended for such furlongh who
does not voluntarily agree that he shall receive for his labor an
amount no greater than a private’'s pay, plus an estimated sum for sub-
slstence if such be not provided by the employer. It is suggested that
any additional amount which may be offered for the service of such
men be contributed to the Red Cross,

“5. In exceptional cases the board may recommend furlough for
service in France in the Friends' reconstruction unit,

“ @, If there shall be any instances in which the findings of courts-
martial at camps or posts in cases involving conscientious objectors
shall be disapproved by the Secretary of War, the men concerned shall
also be transferred to Fort Leavenworth and similarly examined and
reported upon by the board of inquiry.
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“7, Any man who is not recommended for furlough by this board,
or who being offered such furlough shall refuse to aceept it, or whose
furlongh shall be terminated for the reasons indicated above, or for
other reasons deemed sufficient by the Secretary of War, shall be re-
quired to perform sueh noncombatant service as may be assigned to him,
and shall held strictly aceountable under the Articles of War for the
proper performance of such service and to strict obedience to all laws
governing or applicable to soldiers employed in that status. In the
event of ce of such laws or failure to perform such serviee,
the offender shall be tried by court-martial, and if found gullty and
sentenced to confinement shall be detnined in the disciplinary barracks
for the term of his sentence.

“g Pending the final decision in each case, as to the disposal of
ihese men, the directions ms to their treatment issued from time to
time by order of the Secretary of War remain in force. These may be
summarized as follows :

“As a matter of public health, every man in camp, entirely a
his military status, shall be expected to keep himself an
longings and surroundings clean, and his body in good condition, through
appropriate exercise. en declining to perform military duties shall be
u'ne%fu to prepare their own food,

however, any drafted man, upon his arrival at camp, either
through the presentation of a certificate from his local board or b
written statement addressed by himself to the commanding officer, shall
himself as a consclentious objector, he shall not, against his will,
be uired to wear a uniform or to bear arms; mor, if, pending the
final decision as to his status, be shall decline to perform, under mili-
tary direction, duties which he states to be contrary to the dietates of
his conscience, shall he recelve punitive treatment for such conduct.

“No man who fails to re at camp, in accordance with the in-
structions of his local board, or who, having reported, fails to make
clear upon his arrival his deeision to be regarded as a conseclentious
objector, is entitled to the treatment outlined above.

“In the assignment of any soldier to duty, combatant or noncom-
batant, the War Department recognizes no tinction between service
in the United States and serviee abroad.”

The instructions were sutre:;.l-emented on June 10 by the following:

“ 1, The following confidential instructions, sugplemental to instrue-
tions this office, June 1 snd June 8 (18), 1918, are furnished for

' your information and ce:
The referred to in paragraph 4, letter of June

rt from
his be-

guldan

s 4 board of inguir;
1, is nnthrwiv.ed in eixcei dmlmmu totfecommcndnturlt;uxh for t?:
p oenguﬂngnnustr oecupations as well as to engage
agricultural worl

“ 3, Sach recommendations will be dealt with in the same manner
as is Jn-ovlded in orders with res?ect to agricultural work.”

And on the same date instructions were issued, as follows, concern-
mlgmlﬁ furloughs to be granted these men under circular letter of June
2y :

“1. The following instructions relative to men furloughed to engage
in agricultural work. pursuant to instructions from this office contained
in circular letter (382.2 Disposition Mise, Div.), dated June 1, 1918,
are Enhllxhed for the information of all concerned :

“5 The board referred to in paragraph 4 of the circular letter
eited will visit such camps and cantonments at which conscientious
objectors are now stationed or to which they may be transferred as
the heard deems proper for the purpese of cond the examination
referred to in the above-mentioned letter.

“ 3. The board will be given every facility and assistance to examine
all persons claiming to be consclentious objectors, who have not been
court-martinled and are not under charges, and, with the consent of the
eamp r, such also as are under charges and have not yet been
brought to trial

“4, Furlough will be issued by the commandin
tive camps at which the men to be furlough are stationed, pur-
suant to the recommendations of the board. Such furlough shall not
be granted untll the commanding officer is satisfied that bona fide
employment at the prevalllng rate of wages in this occupation can be
secured. The furlough shall be conditioned upon the man’s written
agreement that be shall receive no more than vate's pay plus &
reasonable amount of subsistence, clothing, and medieal attention,
and that the balanece of such wages be paid to the American Red Cross.

“5. Men fur ed pursuant to these instructions will be trans-
ferred as of date of furlough to Fort Leavenworth, Kans. Their service
records will be sent to the commanding officer, Fort Leavenworth
the termination of thelr furlough for cause they witl

officer of the respec-

be sent to t post.
“@. When it becomes necessary to revoke the mrloggl: of any man
furloughed under the provislons of these Instructions, commanding

officer, Fort Leavenworth, will request the department eommander of
the department in which the man is employed to take him into custody
and send him under guard to Fort Leavenworth.

“ 7. The commanding officer concerned will send to Fort Leavenworth,
KEans,, such of the men 0 examined by the board as it may recommend.
Men so sent shall be held at Fort Leavenworth for further examination
and repert by the board.

R LA L A D L

g for e nt for men to un e foregof
inntructjongp 11 be ished later.”

2. A careful study of the above instructions and orders issued con-
cerning the conscientious objector, in comparison with the law under
which such instructions have been issu clearly shows that those
controlling the issuance of such instructions went far ond the
intention of the lawmakers in many instanees. A comparatively few
men drafted inte the service are members of well-recognized fous
sects whose creeds prohibit their members rtidpnun\ghln war of any
kind, and which organizations were in ce at the time of the

passage of the law their members exemption from combatant
service with the morce&

Add to the few religious objectors contemplated in the law the
pacifists, cowards, dislo and others who desire to avold military
service or to interfere every way tg:ssible with the proper diseiplin-
ing of the Army, and the result is t at each of the training eamps
there are to be found several hundred of these men d nothing to
assist in the prosecution of the war., The presence of these men in
ecamp, privileged as Indicated in the above instructlons, injuriously
affects the discipline of the entire command.

It was never intended by the legislature that any citizen of the
TUnited States should be exempted from service with the colors durin
the existing emergency. It was not their intentlom that any class o
soldiers should be drafted into the United States Army and encouraged
to claim exemption from military service by simply stating their
conscientious objections,

Under the above instructions any seldier arrested for a mili
offense may profess his religious objections to military service, r
less of the requircments of law to sh membership in a well-
recognized religious sect, and thereby escape any form of punishment,

3. Section 1199, Revised Statutes, pwrﬁu that the Judge Advocate
General of the Army * shall receive, revise, and cause toﬁ recorded

proceedings of all courts-martial.” In all

courts-ma the records of trial are reviewed in the office of the
Judge Advocate General, If the proceedings are found to be legal and
action thereon final, the records are filed. But under the instructions
issued March 11, 1918, the conscientious objector convicted by eourt-
martial is extended the gﬂruege of a review of the findings and sen-
tence in his case by the Secretary of War, to whose attention the con-
viction must be ealled.

STATEMENT OF FACTS PERTAINING TO CONDITIONS WHICH AROSE BETWEEY
MILITARY AUTHORITIES AXD CONSCIENTIOUS ORJECTORS.

(By Eugene C. Brisbin, captain, Infantry, U. 8. A. Office of I'rovest

£ Marshal, Camp Funston, Kans., Janoary 8, 1919.)

. Let me first state that the preceding laws and regulations govern-
ing the religious objector and so-called conscientious objector, asmmm
by the War Department up to the present time, have been very closely
adhered to, and in no case do I conscientiousl eve any of them
have been violated to the most minute extent w! I will endeavor to
prove in the follow!ngmrsamples:

2. When the first t arrived at Camp Funston there was consid-
erable trouble experienced with the so-called comscientious objectors.
The majority of these objectors we found to be in possession of certifi-
cates from their chureh and were either Hutternite or Mennonite be-
lievers and were segregated in compliance of confidential letter sent
out by the War Department under date of October 10, 1917 ;: also, in
compliance of telegram of War Department under dafe of éeptember
27, 1917, men were not foreed to wear a uniform but were
taken into hand b{ra very competent officer who examined them very
carefully as to the ac’r.uai belief. Many of these men, after very close
questioning, and upon being told that they would be put into non-
combatant units; accepted their oaths, put on their uniforms and were
placed in sanitary irains, Quartermaster Corps, ete., in aecordance
with General Order No. 28, and In the majority of where men
were placed in noncombatant organizations, these men, although still
professing to be consclentious objectors, have rendered excellent—also
conscientious—service to their Government and in very few cases have
these departments experienced any trouble whatsoever with these men.

3. With the balance of the conseientious objectors received, there ap-
peared, not only to be a religious resentment to military duties, but &
very antagonistic feeling toward all military persons, and endeavored
from the time they arrived in camp to impose as great a hardship upom
those directly over them as was ible in their mind.

4. These men were afforded the best sible treatment and in no
cases were abused or mistreated by either the guards over them or
any of their superior officers. They were not ordered to, or foreed to,
don the uniform of the United States, but were segregated and the
only orders they received at any time were those necessary for theie
own welfare, both mentally and physically.

E’.dafn ;,he lllmial the first drgﬂé was called th::cs; inen h:'ere not
gate o one large group but were segrega n the organizations
to which they were and in one case, referring tga::ly own,
although the same occurrence was prevalent thr out the entire
eamp—two conscientions objectors were reccived and assigned to my
organization. Shortly after their arrival, evidemtly through propa-
ganda distributed by the enémy of our country through these men,
there appeared five other conscientious objectors, or men who eclaimed
to be conscientious objettors. These men gave no end of trouble and
the sitnation became very trying inasmuch as the War Department had
issued eertain orders and regulations o&posin: the use of drastie
measures upon these men, and it was with great difficulty in comply-
ing with these War Department crders that we prevented the spread
of this existing condition amongst the more weak-minded men of these
organizations. One of these five men openly stated that he was a
conscientions ebjector and he didn't care who knew it, that he had
made that on of his own free will, after having held econsulta-
tion with God. Upon investigation found that this man had served
two or three years in the Missouri National Guard, having served on
the Mexican Border, and had also been secretary to some official, 1 do

on.

not remember who, in Was!

6. In less than one weck from the time the draft arrived In this
camp we were pestered by large numbers of eivilian peog both male
and female, in the endeavor to get in communication wit so-called
conscientious objectors. This condition existed for some little time
until it had grown to such an enormity that these Mennonites would
arrive in camp 30 or 40 strodfg, themselves to the varfous
organizations and would endeavor to convert any of the enlisted
even tho they were not consclentious objectors, whom they eouﬁ
conveniently talk to. In not only my opinion, but in the opinion of
the high-ranking officers who were here at that time, this was not
only a case where they were endtam to t their own religious
sect on bulletins and memorandas by War nt for
the protection of the comseientious objectors, but was in all appear-
ances a rank deliverance and spread of German propaganda.

7. The increase in the T of conscientlous ob; Wias very
small until about January 1, 1918, when there appeared in this camp a
handbill which or ted after the meeting of the committee -
senting eight branc of the Mennonite Denomination which was held
H Ind., on January 9 and 10, 1918, which reads:

“At n meeting of committees representing eight branches of the
Mennonite Denomination at Goshen, Ind., qu.uhcﬂ and 10, 1918, at-
tention was called to some trouble in the past which might bave been
averted if more information bad been in the hands of our mﬂ.nerul
brethren. Consequently, a committee was appointed to publish some
anthoritive information for immediate use. Another committee will
b }el:?. later n more complete collection of documents bearing on this
au "

And further, in the same publieation, is found the following:

“ Our who report at their respective camps have the privilege
of taking their stand on the following points:

“ No uniform.

“No drill.

“ No service of any kind in the camp.

“ Taking thelr stand on these points, they will be placed in detention

camps,
“E‘hey will be offered a list of services considered noncombatant.
They need not accept any in violation of their conscience, They will
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be &mperly fed and cared for. Those who can not aecept any service
under the military arm of the Government will be held in detention
eamps to await such disposition of their case ag the Government may
decide npon. We recommend that our brethren comply with every
requirement of the Government, availing themsclves of every oppor-
tunity to present their claims for exemption, exercising care they do
not commit any act that could be rightly interpreted as desertion or
treason ; and at the time when they receive the summons to enter the
military service they present themselves to the anthorities and meekly
inform them that under no circumstances that they consent to serve,
either combatant or noncombatant, under the military arm of the
Government, citing them to the fact that they are members of a church
whose erced and principle forbid them to have part in war in apy form,
and that their conscience coincides with this position: submitting to
any penalty the Government may sce fit to inflict, trusting to the rd
for gnidance and protection.” ; :

8. From about March 1, 1918, up to the present time there has been
taken from a large number of persons who profess to be conscientious
ohjectors on entering this camp printed handbills, circulars, some of
which are supposed to have been signed not only by gromlnent officials
of this couniry but by the President of the United States, and it has
been a rank injustice to other drafted men who are members of this
great Army, and our true soldiers, to allow the guh'llshers and pos-
sessors of these falsehoods to go unpunished, and it most certainl
appears that these men are receiving the support of some very hig
authority of this country. X

9. The following letter was printed upon one of the handbills re-
ceived in this eamp:

“A LETTER FROM PRESIDENT WILSOXN,
! (The bill here mentioned has since become law.—DP. H. R.)

“ The following letter from the President to Brother H. C. Early is
self-explanatory and will be of great interest to our readers:

“My Dear Sime: I have received the memorial of the Church of the
HBrethren with regard to the assignment of members of that church now
in the military service, to noncombatant occupations, in agriculture
and other constructive pursuits. X

% The Secretary of War has presented to the Congress for its ap-
proval a bill which will authorize the War rtment to furlough,
without pay, men in the military service. Should the Congress enact
this legislation it will then be possible, under its provisions, to assign
by conditional furlough men whose conscientious seruples can not
otherwise be met to civilian occupations of the general sort which you
{indicate. At the same time, the Secretary of War is endeavoring to
broaden the list of noncombatant occupation directly associated with
(the activities of the Army and tells me that he hopes soon to have
prepared, for presentation to me, such a list. When this is done it may
wel?abe that the members of your chureh will find services which they
ean render withont invasion of their beliefs, and 1 trust every effort
will be made by your members so that this difficult question can finally
be settled in a way consistent at once with the sentiment of those
involved and the best interests of the Government.

8 TN, Woobrow WILSON.”

| (From Gospel Messenger.) :

Taking all things into consideration, if carefully noted, will bring out
the faet that on or about March 1, 1918, a tremendous pressure was
brought to bear upon the War Department in order to nfluence the
higher authorities there in favor of the conscientious objectors. The
foﬁowi is a clipping from the Gospel Messenger of March 9, 1918,

ublished letter from %V. J. Seigart, written from Huntingdon, Pa., on
Febrnary 25, 1918

“ Owing to the throng and rush about the War Department and the
arduons pressure of responsibility n&on these men, it i8 a marvel how
they in any sense get through, and the obtaining of interviews is really
embarrassing and not very satlsfactory. Matters can be better brought
to their attention by corr ndence and can thus probably have more
‘studied attention when considered awn{ from the hours when the press
is so great and everybody wants a hearing. * * * [ have headquar-
ters in Washington at 337 North Carolina Avenue SE., where letters or
‘wire messa may be sent. * * * 1 also have arrangements with
a Member of the IHouse, who is interested, to post me on legislation and
other matter that may concern us. * * % there are brethren who
have been in camp since October or September who have not yet had a
visit and seem not to know that there is a Eorovlsion for such. There
are members in camp who are taking the military drill because they do
not know how to get out of it. A little counsel and help from the
visitors would release some of them, at least, * * * the congrega-
tion should see that persons doing such work be made whole for ex-
penses incurred. The boys should have help. * * #*7

The writer then refers to certain publications, such as the Statement
to the Churches apd Drafted Brethren, with the following remark :

“ Every brother in camp and every brother going to camp or likely

to be called should have one from his home church with the certificate
of membershll) duly signed. It wonld be well if many who are not going
to camp should have the statement and study it.”
i 1t was literature and handbills of this kind distributed around the
camps and throngh many of the crganizations which soon caused a
marked increase in the number of so-called conscientious objectors; so
from January 1, 1918, the number has inereased from a mere handful
until !g{; to a few days ago there were §53 in this camp, and it is very
surprising to know that of those 553 only 21 have been so disobedient or
'so antagonlstic to any military authorities whatever that it has forced
the proper anthorities to take action against them. This action has
‘been made necessary by two important factors, for both of which the re-
sponsibility may be placed on the men themselves. X

(a) Their complete and whole-hearted bellef in these handbills or
German propaganda which was spread through the mm?s.

(b) They all rest assured, in their own mind, that nothing can happen
to them, as they have a great friend in Washington, Mr, Ke‘ypel. the
Third Assistant Secretary of War, who will support them, “ so they
state,” in anything their conscience tells them to do, and that all other
military authorities are to be considered their enemies; therefore the
hardships brought to bear upon the guards over them and their sufermr
officers, due to this extreme narrow-mindedness, or in some cases I may
even state cowardice, have been of such a nature, at the same time tak-
ing into consideration the War Department's instructions, an officer or
enlisted men having any connection with them whatsoever is called
upon to do the jmpossible, and I do not believe that these men were
treated with any more disrespect, and in some cases I know thﬁf were
not treated with as much respect in other camps, as they are in this one;
but, nevertheless, upon using the utmost precaution and tactfulness in

the handling of these men op{msition was received at every turn of the
wheel from one source or another, "

The following gives some information on the status of conscientious
objectors as determined at a meeting of the military exemption com-
mittee of the western district conference, which sent a delegation to
Washington and handed Secretary Keppel a list of questions, which he
answered as follows :

“1. What 1s the status of the consclentious objector who accepts
g:l;:inctev in one of the departments named by the President noncom-

“(a) Must they bear weapons of any kind, including such as revolver,
dagger, ete.?

‘Answer. No.

“(b) Must they drill with the rest of the men who are preparing
for service in the Army?

“Answer. Yes,

“(e) Are such men considered a part of the organized military force
of the States?

‘:‘Answer. Yes (as part of the noncombatant forces).

2. Can these men, who because of conscientious scruples can not
accept service in one of the three departments named by the President,
remain in the camp and do civillan (that is, not under military orders),
gorkﬂ\;iieth?gt becoming a part of the military organization under any

e nt?

RaABSWEl'. It may possibly be: but it would not be wise, because of
the resentment of the other men if such men, conscientious objectors,
are not uniformed and subject to regular discipline.

“3, (a) What are the rules and what is the plan under which * con-
scientious objectors’ are to be furloughed for farm work?
be"Anuwer. No definite rules have thus far been adopted, but will soon

fssued

“(b) Would a representative of our conference be permitted to be
present and cooperate in a consulting capacity in cases where men of
our membership are to be furloughed?

“Answer. Too cumbersome ; but I will assure you men that your men
will be treated with consideration. Certain men have already been
furloughed out, in cooperation with the nearest State agrienltural
de?artment. for about two months, with the thought that the furlough
will be extended under the regulations to be adopted. The furloughing
will be placed in charge of a civilian commission, who although not a
conseientious objector will be sympathetically disposed, and he will
have the advice of n committee of representatives from the Quakers,
Dunkards, and Menuonites. The men will not be furloughed to their
home communities of their faith.

“4 Would a refresentntive of our people be permitted to be present
when a member of ¢ur church is under trial by court-martial as a con-
scientious objector ?

“*Answer, This is a matter for the court-martial board itself to
decide. They may admit a civilian in cases which in their judgment
make such action advisable, g

“5. Has a conscientions objector who, under pressure of one kind
or another, has accepted service in some department of the armed forces
of the United States, which he finds to be contrary to his conscientious
convictions, thereby forfelted his rifhts a8 a conscientious objector?

“Answer., Yes: unless such service was accepted under duress. In
that case he must bring positive proof that undne pressure was brought
to bear on him and caused him to accept service contrary to his cone
scientious convictions.

“@. Can a conscientious objector be employed in the Hospital De-
partment without at any time bearing weapons of any kind while
engaged in such service?

“Answer, Yes; absolutely. A new department of the hospital service
will be established for the purpose of teaching disabl men new
lines of occupation, suited to their condition, such as gardening, fruit
growing, and small farming. Such disabled men will not go back to
war, and helping and teaching such men will not assist in the war.
This will be an oEportunity for service for nonresistants in human
reconstruction work.

“There will also be published a list of different kinds of civilian
gervice for conscientious objectors, including clothes and shoes and
other trades and lines of work.

*We feel that we should state it as our convictions that the heads
of the War Department are sincerely endeavoring to handle the prob-
lem of the nonresistant citizens with a most sympathetic s lrft of
kindness, fairness, and consideration, anxiously careful that the indi-
vidual freedom of conscience should be sacredly respected and shielded.
That such a spirit prevails in Washington in lfﬂs trying time may well
be recognized by all Mennonites as a cause for deepest gratitude to
God and to our Government in Washington.

“ The delegation.
“II. P, KREHBIFL, Netwton, Kans.
“PETER H., UxrusH, Gocssel, Kans.”

In view of Mr. Keppel's answers to the above questions anyone
would most naturally suppose that these would be complied with,
not only by the military authorities but by the conscientious objectors
themselves. In answer to question (a), from a military standpeint
these men were not forced to carry side arms or weapons of any kind,
nor did any dispute ever arise that I am aware of or upon investiga-
tion have been able to find out over this question.

Answering question (b) and the answer to same:

In the majority of cases where these men were ordered to drill
with their organization they complied, but not with the spirit that
should have been shown and the interest that should have been taken,
taking into consideration Mr. Keppel's statement that they should dreill
and the acceptance of this statement by their own delegatlon. Most
of these men had to be kept in awkward squad or placed in develop-
ment battalions, not because they did not have the brain or the ability
to learn but due to their prominent and antagonistic feeling on their
part toward anything military. Bome of these men actually refused
to out and drill, even ter threatened with punishment, which
punishment should have been justifiable and was justifiable according
to War Department order, but in the early stages of the game no
punishment was inflicted on these men.

¢) The answer to which was, * Yes,”

gain, in a large majority of these cases these men did accept non-
combatant service, and it appears that in these cases a large propor-
tlon of them have given very good service to their country. However,
there is still guite a number of these men who remained antagonistic
and refused to accept anything that was offered them.

In answer to No. 2, question (a).

The man who accepted noncombatant service donned fhe uniform
of the United States; those who did not accept anything which was
offered them refused to wear our uniform.
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Answer to No. 3, question (a).

In some. cases where men were furloughed for farm work: These
furloughs were obtained through sympa rs of theirs who brought
pressure to bear upon the War rtment, which in some cases,
according to their own statements, were falsehoods. In one case,
that of %vt. Louis Kopelin, telegram received June 14, commanding

neral Camp Funston, Kans. Grant Pvt. Louis Kopelin, said to
g: in Twenty-third Company, One hundred and sixty-fourth Depot
Brigade, Camp Funston, Kans., indefinite furlough, withont pa; or
allowance, ang direct to report immediately at own expense to J. J.
Sheppard, Fort Scott, Kans., for employment. Forward service record
to commanding general Central Department, with proper notation
tht»roén, showing status of soldier. Expedite and report action. Signed
i Mc nne’.! -

On June 16 Mr. J. I. Sheppard stated he had seen the Secretary of
‘War personally and had been assured that furlough would be granted.
In reply to a communication sent to Mr. Sheppard, extracis have been
taken, dated June 18, * It pleases me to comply with your request
to give you a short statement of the object and purpose of the mission
to England, France, and Italy upon which Pvt. Kopelin had gone as
secretary. Mr. Sheppard states that be is a true American soclalist
and that Pvt. Kogd.rn has been attached to this mission with the hopes
that they may offset the lies which are spread through this country
by socialists other than through American soclalists.

Why did the War Department order this man furloughed for farm
work, or did they not know that the mission was other than that rep-
resented to them in request of this man's furlough?

In answer to questions b, 4a.

As nothing pertaining to the above (Lueations has been brought up
in this camp will not try to debate on these questions.

In answer to question B.

At no time were conscientious objectors forced or even undue pres-
sure brought to bear upon them, leaning toward thelr acceptance of
military duties, therefore those men violating their acceptance of mili-
tary duty were entitled to and should have received the preper dis-
ciplinary action for their misconduct.

In answer to question 6.

State that in some cases conscientious objectors were transferred
and assigned to both medical and hospital units, and are at no time
required to bear weapon.

n view of the above questions and their answers I sincerely believe
that the military authorities at Camp Funston have exerted every
]eﬁ%rtd possible to carry into effect the policies of the War Department

own.

On December 12, 1918, the following telegram was received at this
camp from the War Department:

212 K8J 130GVT GNS 1W, .
“* WasmixcroN, D. C., 4.15, December 12, 1918,

 CoMMAXDING GENERAL,
“Camp Funston, Kans.:

“ Discharge Maj. Gustav C. Taussig, Infantry; Maj. Frank 8. White,
Junior judge advocate general; Capt. R. W. Wittman, military police;
Capt. Joseph H. Young, One hundred and sixty-fourth Depot Brigade
and Capt. 8. H. Negrotto, Slxty-fifth Pioneer Infantry, from the serv-
iee as soon as settlement of accounts, completion of records, ete., re-
quired in cases of all officers discharged in accordance with general
plans for demobilization have been made. Following form of order
will be used by you in this connection, ‘By directlon of the President
and under the provisions of section 9, act of Congress approved May 18,
1017, Capt. John Doe, Infantry, is discharged from the service of the
United States to take effect this date.' o ”

" HARRIS,

In reference to the above telegram, received from the War Depart-
ment, it was not known in this camp why these men were discharged
6ther than they had been in close connection, and had been at different
times commanding officers over these conscientious objectors, and as
they have without question carried out their orders to the letter, it
appears that a rank injustice was done them upon the sending of this
telegram, The matter was immediately taken up with the War Depart-
ment through various sources, and on December 17 the following tele-
grnm was received : “ Reference your telﬁf“m 17th, suspend action of

ischarge of Maj. Tanssig and Maj., White until you receive further
Instructions from War partment.” Signed * Harris. 4.15 p. m.”
In the case of the other three officers included in this telegram, action
was suspended on account of their bei:% members of the Regular Arm
and that such diachar%: was illegal. The following 1s a report whicg
reached this office in the form of a handbill, supposed to have been a
copy of a diary kept by the conscientious objectors who were In the
guardhouse pending confirmation of the sentences which had been im-
posed upon them by a general court-martial.

Dated Thursday, September 5, 1018.

CETORT OF TREATMENT OF CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS AT CAMP FUNSTON
GUARDHOUSE,

(The following extracts are taken from this report. Complete report is
on file at Camp Funston.)

On Snturdg‘f, Segtembcr 14, they state that Col. Barnes, provost
marshal, called at the guardhouse and ordered them to stand at atten-
tion, and when they refused to comply he d]rocceded to kick the legs of
the men ; one man (Kaplin) stated he had his legs and ankles bruised
as the result, and that upon the colonel leaving the guardhouse he
hinted to the prisoners that he would be temp to pardon them if
they would beat these men up. This was not so, as the other prisoners
of the gnardhouse testified upon being questioned.

On Friday, September 27, they state that while taking their exercises
(which in no case they underwent willingly), they were grossly mal-
treated. They state the bgf;net was nﬁp ied to all of them, one man,
Larson, recelving a sear. 0 others, Kaplin and Berger, were beaten
by the butt end of a rifle and all were kicked and shoved about, and
that later in the day, when they were called out and refused to march
around the building, bayonets were again used, and upon the guards
insisting upon their marching in a strict military posture kicks and
blows were rained upon them. One man, Eichel, refused to submit 1o
this abuse, and a guard seized him by the neck, forcing him around the
building, heaping blows and kicks upon him at the same time. Later on
in the evening one man, Steiner, refused to walk and states he was
felzed by the ears and dragged ground the building. They state a few
days after that they were forced under cold shower baths with their
clothes on, the result of which one man, Sandin, collapsed and became

LVII—206

gick, and upon asking the officer of the day for medical attention was
refused.

These are but a very few of the warious abuses that they claim
were heaped upon them while in the rdhouse, and anyone with half
a mind can very readily determine that the claimed abuses are rank
falsehoods, as it is ridiculous to belleve that any officer or enlisted man
is going to deliberately incriminate himself by violating strict regula-
tions that were laid down by the War Department. These men persisted
in making the statements that they knew were upheld by the War De-
partment, and that sooner or later this matter or condition would be
referred to Mr. Keppel, who would immediately see to it that their su-
periors were punished.

The following is a copy of a letter mailed to Julius R. Greenl]ori b{ his
father, inclosed with a letter of his father’s own handwriting, which we
have here and which states that Mr. Keppel has advised him that he
Juliug R. Greenberg, is one of those chosen to be discharged by order of
the War Department:

Copy of inclosure.

“ Wain DEPARTMENT,
“THE ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE,
December 19, 1913,

“ Re Julins . Greenberg case.

“1, Report frem the Judge Advoeate General's office states that this
is one of the several ﬁeneral court-martial cases from Camp Funston
recently received in the office of the Judge Advocate General, where
recommendation was made that the findings and sentence be disapproved
and the soldier restored to daty.

“ The case goes to the President for action.

“ By order of the Secretary of War.

“ (Signed) . J. HERMAN,
“Adjutant General.”
[The following in own handwriting of the writer :]
“ For your information, will let you have further information when

available.
* (Signed) I". B. KEprer.”

While dwelling on the subject of various communications, which are
clnimed to have originated Ly the War Department, quote the following :
“In the September issue we published a letter to President Wilson
on the subject of those in jail for antiwar agitation. The following
correspondence explains itself :
“Tae WHITE HOUSE,
“¢ Washington, July 30, 1918,
“¢My Dear Mp. Sixcrair: Referring to your recent communication,
the President has asked us to invite your attention to the inclosed copy
of a letter which he has received from the Secretary of War.
* ¢ Sincerely, yours,
e +J, P. TUMULTY,
“¢Scerctary to the President?

“PWan DEPARTMENT,
““Washington, July 22, 1918,

“Dear Mer, PReSIDENT : Thank you for sending me Upton Sinclair's
interesting communication. I think, however, he should be informed
that we are now doing absolutely all that public opinion will stand in
the interest of conscientious objectors and others whose views do not
happen to coincide with those of the vast majority of their fellow
countrymen.

“+1 have given directions that all the court-martial cases having to
do with these people shall be carefully and sympathetically reviewed in
the light of the experience gained by the epeclal board of inquiry, con-
gisting of Judge Mack, Dean Btone, and Maj. Btoddard. The terms of
imprisonment which conscientious objectors may, in the last analysis, ba
compelled to serve will be served In the Disciplinary Barracks at Fort
Leavenworth, where the men have a wholesome outdoor life and are
kept busy upon things that are worth doing. Most of the consclentions
objectors who declined to accept military service in any form, however,
are now engaged in farm work at a private’s pay, through cooperation
between the Department of Agriculture and the War Department,

“‘1 do not know how many of what Mr. Sinclair calls political
prigoners are now under the control of the Department of Justice, but
if you care to have me do so I could find out from the Attorney Gen-
eral whether there are amny prisoners under his direction whom he
thinks it wise to have transferred to Fort Leavenworth.

¢ Respectfully,
“<NewroN D. BAKER,'
“t Secretary of War.'”

Following are statements made to commanding general Camp
Funston, Kans., relative to the increased defiance on the part of con-
sclentious objectors after November 1, 1918:

1. During the last few days the prisoners held in my guardhouse
awaiting trial who are conscientious objectors have been individually
examined by the inspector general at his quarters at the Forelgn Mis-
gion Bullding. I have no idea what transpired during the examination
of these men, but their deflance to military anthority has increased, and
I believe it is partly due to the manner in which they were treated by
the inspector general and the conditions surrounding the investigation.

2, For some time we have been greatly hampered in the work of
caring for these prisonmers. Our attempt to properly discipline them
and make them abide by the prison rules Is serlously affected by the
numerous inspections and investigations ordered by the War Depart-
ment. Upon each of such inspections these men add one more name
to their list of sympathizers, and have come to the belief that those
of us who are immediately responsible for their keep, care, and dis-
cipline are overriding the rules and regulations set out by the War
De;)artment and that they have no friends here. .

3. As a matter of fact, every conscientious objector prisoner under

ihe control of the provest guard has been treated with such great °

leniency and given such consideration that those prisoners who are
loyal soldiers and confined for purely military offenses, requi to
snffer all the penalties of discipline because of their being good soldiers,
have become disgruntled and dissatisfied in the service. This is quite
nn.tuml!gntrne when men who have refused to do their duty gs soldiers
are conflned with them and extended privileges never before extended
to military or other prisoners.

This subject, which has been transferred from a mole hill to a
mountain, i now a serious one for those responsible for the care of
the prisoners. Not only fellow prisoners, but the guard over such men,
hold them in utter contempt, and human nature in man is so con-
stitnted that irue soldiers can not be made to treat this class of sol-
diery with any degree of respect. To add to this by encouraging these
men in the belief that the War Department and its officials are in full
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sympathy with their conduct is to make it impossible for any officer

properly to conduct the prison.

b. It is therefore rec ed that, if during the present investi-
gation further testimony is to be taken of these prisoners, the inspector
general be required to visit the guardhouse for that purpose and that
these prisoners be not sent from there for the purpose of interroga-
tion. It is further recommended, in due respect for the decent soldiers,
that these men be segregated in a guardhouse separate and apart from
any other ?rlmners. to enable the officers charged with their protec-
tion to deal with them as sympathetically as may be required without
Jowering the discipline in the guardhouse where good soldiers are

confined,
(Signed) J. W. BARNES,
Colonel, Infantry, United States Army.

Memorandum for Lhe_commandlng general,
Subject : Prisoner Lester G. Ott.

1. As it has recently come to my knowledge that one of the prisoners
in the military police guardhouse who has T‘lven much trouble by rea-
son of his attitude to service of any kind is a man named Lester G.
Ott, who was formerly in my empl?t{, I beg to submit certain facts in
connection with him which may throw light upon the sincerity of
some of the so-called conscientious objectors.

2, Prior to my assi ent to duty I was in active gracﬂce of the
law at Cincinnati, Obio, as the junior member of the firm of Worth-
ington, Strong & Stettinius, In the late summer of 1917 I employed
Ott as a law clerk upon the recommendation of a young lawyer who
had been his classmate at the Cincinnati Law School, and of the dean
of that school. Ott told me’ that he had been rejected for milita
eervice, because of insufficient weight, by his loeal draft board a
ITamilton, Ohlo, and, as I recall it, also told me that he had been re-
. fused admission to one of the officers’ training camps for the same rea-
son, He further said that he had never been pro-German, and that his
friends were not German sympathizers.

3. During the months of Deceniber, 1917, and January, 1918, Ott
acted as an assoclate legal adviser to one of the loeal draft boards at
Cincinnati, and, I presume, took the oath set forth in section 317 of
the selective-service regulations, as all of the assoclate legal advisers
to local draft boards were required to do so. The oath is probably now
on file with the adjutant general of the State of Ohio. As far as I
know, Ott's work as a legal adviser was satisfactory, and 1 heard no
complaint that he was endeavoring to dissuade registrants from enter-
ing the mﬂitarly service.

4. Early in 1918, at my suggestion, Ott beeame a member of Com-
pany C of the Cincinnati Home Guard, drilled with it, and did guard
duty as an armed sentinel on at least one occasion, during the floods
in the Ohio River. As a member of the home guard he also took an
oath to support and defend the Constitution against all enemies of the
United States.

5, After about three months’ service in the Cincinnati Home Guard,
Ott resigned, beeanse he had taken additional night employment which

revented his attending drills, Late in April or ear Bl i[ny he also
eft the employ of my firm in order to take a position as inspector
in some factory doing Government work, because it enabled him to
make a larger salary. Shortly thereafter he was placed by his loeal
draft board in eclass 1 as physically fit for service, was drafted, and
sent to Camp Sherman.,

6. In June, 1918, 1 was shown a letter written by Ott, in which he
gaid that he had drilled for a time, but nobody seemed {o want him:
and as he had been placed with the conscientious objectors, he ex-
pected shortly to get furloughed for farm work. heard that
after he had been at Camp Sherman for some time he was nominated
for the office of prosecuting attorney of Butler County, Ohio, on the
Socialist ticket.

7. During the time of his employment by my firm, Ott's work as a law
clerk was fairly satisfactory, but he was unmanageable, and did not
ghow a willingness to receive instructions. From my knowledge of his
character, I am convinced that his objection to military service is
based solely on his personal dislike to discipline of any kind, and that
his present defiant attitude is due to the type of stubbornness which is
shown b{ea balky mule,

8. Yesterday evening, at the suggestion of the division judge adve-
cate, I called upon the inspector eral, Brig. Gen, Williams, who had
interrogated Ott in an investigation of complaints made by conscien-
tious objectors, in order to furnish him with the above information,
which I thought might assist him in arriving at conclusions in his

resent investigations. Gen. Willilams first told me that he did not

ow whether or not Ott was conscientious, as the special board to
eéxamine into the ulneentf of consclentious objectors had declded he
was., After referring to his files, however, he said that Ott’s case had
not- yet been deecided by that board, 1 then told him that Ott had
been employed by me as a law clerk, and that I felt I knew something
about his attitude toward bearing arms. The ins})eewr general, how-
ever, refused to allow me to continue, and said politely that the matter
wasg of no interest to him,

(Signed) JoHN L. STETTINIUS,

Majer, Judge Advocate, Assistant Division Judge Advecate.

The following reports of conscientious objectors were submitted by
Camp Commander

a{. C. B, Desobry—one dated October 14, 1918 ; the
other November 17, 1918.

These reports are confradictory in their entirety; and I honestly
believe—in fact, am almost certain—that pressure was brought to bear
on Maj. Desobry upon submitting theé second report, which originated
from a source other than in this eamp:
: *“ OrriceE OF CAMP INSPECTOR,
“ Camp Funston, Kans., October 1§, 1918,
“Fyom: Camp in tor,

* Memorandum: For executive officer.

* Subject : Investigation of treatment of conscientious objectors, with
recommendation,

“1, Pursunant to verbal Instructions from headquarters, Camp Fun-
. Bton, I this day made an investigation of the treatment received by
alleged conscientious objectors nmow in the guardhouse at this camp.
From my visit to the guardhouse I found in one cell of ample ce 18
of these men. Omne other was found to be confined in a room b;’ﬁmse]!.
in another part of the guardhouse. It appears that these men are in
fact mutineer%hclthough under the law they probably couldn't be tried
for mutiny. ey absolutely and positively refuse to obey any military
order or any instructions that appear in any way to be from a military
source. They are determined to follow their own individual inclina-
tions and show an utter disregard and contempt for any military rule

or regulations imposed upon them. This condition makes it extrem
hard for the guard over them to properly handle them. If they :}!o
told to take a bath, they will or lhefv won't, as they see fit. They will
not march to meals in any orderly formation. If fgle are to go in or
out of a door and decide that by so doing they are o ng a military
order, they refuse to do so. Any number of other instances may be
uoted to show their attitude toward the military authorities and the
vernment, Their attitude is extremely exasperating to those who
are required to guard and care for them. This has caused possibly in
some instances an over amount of force being used to require them to
perform necessary i . It is very difficult, particularly for enlisted
men over them, to handie these men with gentieness, kindness, and firm-

ness to the proper degree, ) 8 M. W
- . M, WILLIAM

“(Bigned 8
“ Lieutenant Colonel, General Staff, Ezecutive Oﬂfcer.”

The attitude of the members of the guard placed over those individu-
als and all other enlisted men, including prisoners, is naturally one of
extreme hostility, From my observation of the surroundings of these
men, I belleve there is no real foundation for complaint of treatment
or criticlsm of the methods adopted. I believe that under the clreum-
stances they are as well taken care of as could be Poss!b expected.
They are properly housed, ro;ﬁrly clothed, properly fed, and are given
ample opportunity to maintain cleanliness of bo rson and sur-
roundings. They are given opportunity to take exercise necessary to
maintain their health. No punitive hardships whatever are imposed
upon them. One thing, then, I believe necessary is to see that the
treatment they receive from those over them is proper and just.

2. In order to insure the proper treatment, care, and security of these
men I recommend the following : -

3. Recommendation.

(a) That under provisions paragraph (256), Manual of Interior Guard
Dng, United States Arm%. a commissioned officer be detailed as officer
in charge of prisoners. This officer to have charge of all prisoners in
the cam;; guardhouse ; that he censor all outgoing mail of conseien-
tious objectors; that he handle incoming mail for these men as pre-
scribed for general prisomers In pamﬁmph 42332), Manual of Interlor
Guard Duty ; that he be in charge of the special rd for consclentious
objectors to iJe recommended below ; that this office be charged with the
duty of seeing that no person be permitted to communicate with any of
these conscientious objectors, either directly or indirectly, unless so
authorized by the camp commander or the commander of the provost
guard ; that he make [requent and irregular inspections of the guard-
roem where these men are confined to see that no unauthorized articles
are kept by them, and that all windows, doors, floors, walls, and ceilings
are not tampered with, with the view of providing means of communi-
cating with ontside persons; that he further be charged with the duty
of seeing that these men are sent to meals at the proper e; that
they are kept under rod:her guard while going to and from meals ; that
they receive proper food; that they be given an opportuni? to bathe
at least twice a week; that they are given ample otgportuni y to wash
thelr own clothes; that they be given opportunity to obtain necessary
medical attention when sick; that they are not mistreated by those
placed over them.

b) That a special guard consisting of two noncommissioned officers
and six privates specially selected for their military bearing, firmness,
kindness, and proper conception of military justice be detailed over
these conscientious objectors. This recommendation iz made with the
idea of securing uniform treatment of thes¢ men and to remove any
opportunity for criticism of treatment of these conscientious objectors
by members of the guard.

{e) That these conscientions objectors be allowed to have in their

ossessipn only their necessary clothing and toilet articles; that no

Eooks. magazines, papers, or reading matter whatsoever be allowed these
men, except papers, books, and magazines of recognized worth; that
these men be allowed only such reading matter on Sundays; that they
be allowed no smoking material of any kind at any time; that they be
allowed no eatables, save and except those that are regularly furnished
them ; that they be turnmed out into the inclosure for exercise for not
less than two hours daily ; that they be allowed to write not more than
one letter per day ; that they be not allowed to have any money in their
gglon ; that such postage stamps as they may require be permitted

o remain in their possession; that their writing material be kept by

the prison officer and issued by him to them when neceesary

(4?} That they be confined in one of the cell rooms by
and that no other prisoners be confined with them.

E. C. DesoBry,

(Bigned)
Major, Inspector General.
[First Indorsement.]

HEeADQUARTERS CAMP FuxsTON, KANS,,
October 15, 1918,

themselves,

To provost marshal, Camp Funston, Kans. :
1. Forwarded. The recommendations of the eamp inspector are ap-
proved, You will take immediate steps to have them put into effect.
By command of Maj. Gen. Wood.
S. M. WIiLLiams,

(Signed)
Major, General Staff, Executive Officer.
[Second indorsement. ]
Provost MARSHAL, TEXTH DIVISION,

Camp Funston, Kans., October 18, 1918,

To commanding officer Tenth Military Police, Camp Funston, Kans,
1. For complianee,
(Signed) J. W. BARXES,

Colonel, Infantry, United States Army.

C. 0., TexTH MILITARY POLICE,
Camp }';uuaton, Kans., October 22, 1918,

To: Commanding officer, Provost Guard, Camp Funston, Eans.
1, Forwarded for your information.
W. WITTMAXN,

{Slgned) R. W.
Captain, Infantry, United States Army, Commanding.

: OFFICE CAMP INSPECTOR,
Camp Funston, Kans., November 17, 1918,
From : Maj. E, C. Desgobry, inspector general, camp inspector.
To: The mmmandlnfngcneml ‘amp nston, Kans,
Subject : Report of investigation of ill treatment of alleged conscien«
tious objectors,
1. This investigation was made between October 21 and November 13,
}&1 8, pursuant to memoranda, instructions headquarters, Camp Funston,
ns,
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2. This investigation was based on complaints made to the Third
Asgsistant Secretary of War In telegrams from Mrs. J. Brandon, Mrs. I,
Greenberg, Mrs. J. Berger, and L. Hollingsworth Wood, and letter from
Norman Thomas,

3. The following witnesses were interviewed by the inspector and the
assistant to the inspector:

Col. J. W. Barnes, Infantry, United States Army.

Maj, Gustav €. Taussig, Infantry, United States Army.

Capt. R. W, Wittman, Infantry, United States Army.

Capt, Joseph H. Buckley, Infantry, United States Army.

Capt. 8igney H. Negrotto, Infantry, United States Army,

‘Capt, Joseph E, Young, Infantry, United States Army.

Capt. Arthur L. Strum, Infantry, United States Army.

Capt. Richard C. Neek, Infantry, United States Army.

Capt, Cgrll Milton Stilson, Infantry, United States Army.

Capt. Charles M. Brades, Infantry, United States Army.

econd Lieut. Omar J, Stanley, Infantry, United States Army.

Sergt. John Bell, Military Police Compané', attached to Tenth Divislon,
Disit‘ligi. Noble C. Peet, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth

vision.

Sergt, Ray See, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth Division.

Sergt. Harry Dalton, Qﬁmrtermustcr Corps.

Sergt. Elmer A. Henderson, Medieal Degartment.

Corpl. James L. Cavanaugh, Military Police Company, attached to
Tenth - Division.
mC;n;pl. Homer D, Jamison, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth

vision,

D]Clm.i'pl. Robert L. Lipson, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth

vision,

DlClmipl. Joseph A. Olson, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth

vision.

Corpl. George L. Raymond, Military Police Company, attached to
Tenth Division.

Diciogpl. Simon T. Rubottom, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth
vision,

Diclogpl. John Stretcher, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth
vision.

m(‘_url'pl. Arthur J, Nordy, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth
vision,

Pvt. gFlrst Class) James C, Davis, Military Police Company, attached
to Tenth Division.

Pvt. (First Clase]!g Ernest J. 0. Sterman, Military Police Company,
attached to Tenth Division.

I'vt. (First Class) Roy F. Piper, Military Police Company, attached to
Tenith Division. .

I'vt, (First ClassvlalFrmk J. Schulte, Military Police Company, at-
tached to Tenth Division.

4 P'vt. (First Class) Willinm Jackson Alworth, Thirteenth Field Artil-
ery.

lli"'t. Leo E. Bates, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth Di-
vikion,
D']‘lvf' Everett J. Blagg, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth

ivigion,
ml‘jr;. Samuel A, Breeze, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth

vision.

I'vt. Charles Arthur Bruce, Military Police Company, attached to
Tenth Division,

ii_'\'t. H. Burfiend, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth Di-
yision.

mi'lv}. Chester F, Burns, Military Police Company, attached to Teunth
vision,

DIPIV% Louis 8. Burns, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth
vigion,

Dipl?? Hiram T, Burton, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth

vision,

ﬂ'&;vl’. J. M, Calge, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth Di-
sion, ’

I'vt. Harold F, Christiancy, Military Police Company, attached to
Tenth Diviston,

Ill‘vt. Ben Edwards, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth DI-
vision,

D]I'lvg. Reuben Gipe, Military Police Company, attashed to Tenth

vision.

D‘P‘“t' Albert O. Hay, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth
ivision.

Dipivf' Alfred Johnson, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth
vision.

D_Pivg. Leman B. Johnston, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth
nvision.

ml‘{v% Everett Kempkes, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth
vision.

ml'i\-t_. William H. Lloyd, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth
vision.

Dlp"'s‘ A. L. McAdams, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth
vision.

D[P]vti'. Charles II. McFall, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth
vision.

D_l‘lrg. Felipe G. Obregon, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth
vision.

D_I’lv{. Ralph Leon Pontius, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth
vision.

D;Pl\:tl. John D. Robertson, Military Pollce Company, attached to Tenth
vision.

mi’i"g. William F. Thomas, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth
vision,

DII'I\-}. John B. Valentine, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth
vision.
'vt. August Vecellio, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth

Division.

D_i'_rg. Terry 0. Wallace, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth
Lvision.

DlI’I\.? Jess B. Winsted, Military Police Company, attached to Tenth
vision,
Pvt, John C. Bond, Company F, Fortrﬁrnt Infantry.
Pvt. Charles Cavender, Lompan{‘ , Sixty-ninth Infantry.
Pyt. William David, Compané ", Forty-first Infantry.

B P:tl-i Waldemar B. Lossman, Company B, Twenty-ninth Machine Gun
attalion.
Pvt. J. B. Miller, Forty-first Infantry.
Pvt. William S%Herberg, Compang D, Sixty-ninth Infantry.
Pvt. Harry J. Wagner, camp exchange detachment.

= Pvtii Francis M. Willcoxen, Company A, Twenty-ninth Machine Gun
attalion.
Pvt. Gilbert E. Wyatt, headquarters troops, Tenth Division,

st]:t. Joseph Brandon, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort Riley,

m]!;;'t.xhalg;er Bernstein, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort
Ril!;;%.x}’ll%!gamin Breger, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort
Kal;;_t. Ulysses De Rosa, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort Riley,
KaP:t Davlid Eichel, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort Riley,

ns.
Pvt. Morris Franklin, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort Riley,

ns. -
Pyt. Julizs R. Greenberg, Company A, First Casual Battallon, Fort

Riley, Kans.

Rlﬁ;t. II{";anms X. Hennessey, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort

. ns,

REF"' KHerman D. Kaplan, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort
ey, Kans.

m‘Pvt. Igharles P. Larson, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort
ey, Kans,

= Pvt. Henry Monskey, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort Riley,
ans.
Pvt. Lester G. Ott, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort Riler,

ans.
Pvt, Resford Powell, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort Riley,

Eans.

= Pvt. John E. Downey, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort Riley,
ans,
Pyvt. Max Sandin, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort Riley,

Eans.
Pyt. Thomas Shotkin, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort Riley,
ans,
Pvt. Emanuel Silver, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort Riley,

ns.
Pvt. Francis Steinerm, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort
Riley, Kans,
Pvt. Alfred J. Schulte, Medical Corps.
TP_\vt. Frank W, Satman, Ambulance Company 238, Tenth Sanitary
rain.
I ?’vtt. Vernon L. Kooncs, Company B, One hundred and forty-second
nfantry.
Pyt %tobert C. Pratt, Battery B, Ninth Field Artillery.
i ]Ii’vt. Quilla Davis, Five hundred and thirtieth Engineers Service Bat-
alion.
Pvt. Henry K. Laje, Ambulance Company 238, Tenth Sanimav Train,
u

Pvt. George Krempkau, Company B, Twenty-ninth Machine Gun Bate
talion, Tenth Division. :

Pvt. Scott E. Craft, Company B, One hundred and forty-second
Infantry.

All witnesses were examined separate and apart from each other.

The record of their testimony is hereto appended.

4, The following facts are deduced:

First. That during the months of September and October, 1018, 19
enlisted men who claimed to be conscientious objectors and who were
awaiting trial for violation of the sixty-fourth article of war were con-

ed in the guardhouse at this camp.

Second. That, due to an apparent absence of instructions, the prison
authorities attempted to treat these enllsted men as ordinary prisoners
awaiting trial. ‘

Third. That these enlisted men refused to observe prison regulations;
in fact, refused to recognize military authority.

Fourth. That at least on three occasions some of these enlisted men
fvge put on bread and water diet for refusing to obey prison regu-
ations.

Fifth, That some of these enlisted men at one time went on a hunger
strlkg. as a protest, as stated by some of them, of the conditions imposed
on them.

Sixth. That on several occasions some of them were given cold shower
baths for retuslnﬁo observgd:rlson regulations, this order belnf ven
b& Capt. R. W, Wittman, litary Police Company, Tenth D on,
officer in charge of prisoners.

Seventh, That upon several occasions some of them were
shower baths after refusing to take them as a matter o
cleanliness.

Eighth That the guard attempted to compel them to take exercise
in the inclosure, and as a rule succeeded.

Ninth. That on the night of September 7, 1918, they were deprived of
their beds and one of them was degrlved of his blankets as a disciplinary
measure, by order of Capt. Joseph H. Buckle{l. Infantry, United States
Army, officer of the day, acting under instructions from Maj. Gustay C.
Taussig, Infantry, Unifed States Army, officer in charge of prisoners.

Tenth. That on the night of Eeptemi:er 25-24, 1918, these men were
paraded every time the relief of the guard was formed as a disciplinary
measure, this order being given by Capt. Richard C. Meek, Infantry,
United States Army, officer of the day, acting under instructions from
1\%&1. Gustav C. Tausslg, Infantry, United States Army, officer in charge
of prisoners,

)Sleventh. That on the morning of October 8, 1918, Pvt. Hyman Block,
one of the alleged consclentious objectors, was given a cold shower bath
?rlth h};ccI clothes on before appearing before the court-martial appointed

0 ir m.

Tvgelfth. That on the morning of October 8, 1918, while attempting to
compel Pvt. Ulysses De Rosa, one of the alleged conscientious objectors,
to exercise by marching around the inclosure of the guardhouse, the
guard found it necessary to pick him up from the ground, and that
afterwards they gave him a shower bath.

Thirteenth. That cn the morning of October 9, 1918, Col. John W.
Barnes, Infantr{. United States Army, commanding Trains and Militar
Police, Tenth Division, while attem ting to compel some of the alleg
conscientlous objectors to stand at attention struck at least two of
them—-Pvt. Thomas Shotkin and Julius R. Greenberg—on the feet and

io% with his riding crop.

fourteenth. That on the morning of October 19, 1918, Sergt. John
Bell, Military Police Company, Tenth Division, while commander of the
guard, ordered two of the alleged consclentious objectors—Pvt. Lester
@, Ott being one of them—to assist in cleaning up the latrine, and upon
refusal strock him.

Fifteenth. That on various other oeecasions when some of the alleged
conscientious objectors refused to take exercise by marching around the
inclosure they were foreibly required to do so by members of the guard.

Sixteenth. That these alleged consclentious ‘objectors received suffi-
clent food to sustain life and health and had sufficient time in which

to eat.

ven cold
personal
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r medical attention.
eprived at any time of drinking
their health or cause

Seventeenth., That they received proj
Eighteenth. That they were never
water for any time of sufficient length to endanger

them any hardship,

Nineteenth., That at times the members of the guard, particular
Sergt, John Bell, Corpl. John T, Stretcher, and Pvt. fﬂl‘i‘t class) Roy F.
FPiper, Military Police Company, Tenth blvlslon, in carrying out the
instructions given them used means and language too drastic in com-
pelling their obedience.

Twentieth. That a feeling of hostllity existed between the members of

the guard and the nll:g:% consclentious objectors, due to the feeling on

the part of the guard these alleged conscientious pbjectors should be
r to perform the military duties required of others.

. Conclusions :

First, That the prison authorities were in a very difficult position
in their efforts to enforce discipline among these alleged conscientious

objectors due to their absolute deflance of all military authority.

Second, That summary punishment for breaches of prison disdgline
on the part of these all consclentious objectors was the only me 3
in fact, that could be used for the very obvious reason that trial by
courts-martial of these men for such offenses and the awarding of for-
feitures and confinement with hard labor would have had no effect on
them due to their attitude toward military authority and the cfmh-
abillty of their being convicted of a violation of the 64th Article of
War followed, in all probabilities, by a sentence of dishonorable dis.
chgjro%a ??1]]1 the service and confinement at hard labor for a long
pe of time,

Third. That the absence of orders published by the War Department,
governing special treatment of these alleged conscientious objectors was
the reason the prison authorities attempted to compel, on the part of
these men, the same observance of prison regulations as was required
of the other prisoners,

Fourth, That the giving of shower baths as a disciplinary measure
was too drastlc at times and other means should have been used to
enforee discipline.

Fifth, That the methods used in compelling these men to take exer-
clse by marching around the guard house was too drastic at times.

Sixth. That the placing of these men on a bread and water diet was
unauthorized by the manual of interior guard duty as they were
neither eral or garrison g;fsoners (but see 2d conclusion).

Seventh, That Col. John W, Barnes, Infantry, United States Army,
in striking the alleged conscientious objectors with his ridin Crop was
not, under the law, justified and violated the 96th Article of War,

Kighth, That Sergt. John Bell, Military Police Company, 10th Divi-
sion, was not justified in striking the alleged conscientious objectors
on the morning of October 19, 1918,

Ninth, That Maj. Gustav C. Taussig, Infantry, United States Army
permitted too drastic measures to be used in compelling the alleged
conseientious objectors to take exereise,

Tenth. That :St. R. W. Wittman, Military Police Company, 10th
Division, permitted too drastice measures to be used in compelling the
alieged consclentious objectors to take shower baths and exercise,

Eleventh, That Sergt. John Bell, Corpl. John T. Stretcher, Pvt. (first
clags) Roy F. Piper, Military Police Company, 10th Division, and other
members of the used means and age too drastle in carry-
ing out their instructions, but due to co ting testimony received it
is not very probable they could be held responsible.

Twelfth, t Corpl. Joseph A, Olson, Mlilitary Police Cnmp:mg,
10th Division, commander of Mtd on the morning of October 8,
1918, was res muﬁﬂ for the g Pyvt. Hyman Bl to the court-
n we othes,

Thirteenth, That Pvt. De Rosa was handled unnecessarily ro on
the morni of October 8, 1018, but in view of the very conflictin
testimony it is not probable any members of the guard could be hel
erunnhle.

Fourteenth, That the members of the guard In giving testimony In
this investigation were, in a great many instances, evasive, withheld
the truth and undoubtedly gave false testimony.

6. Recommendations :

First. That Col. John W. Barmes, Infantry, United States Army,
be brought to trial under the 96th Article of ¥ lir for striking with his

rldln{ crop Pvt. Thomas Shotkin and Julius Greenberg, Company
Jn\. llgla‘Cnauni Battalion, Fort Riley, Kans., on the morning of October
]

Second. That Sergt. John Bell, Military Police Company, Tenth Divi-
slon, be brought to trial under the ninth article of war, for. striking
P'vt. Lester (. Ott, Company A, First Casual Battalion, Fort Riley,
Kans., on October 19, 1918,

Third. That Co?l. Joseph A, Olson, Military Police Company, Tenth
Division, be brought to trial under the ninth article of war, for allow-
ing, while commander of the guard, the sending of Pvt. Hyman Block,
Company A, First Casual Battallon, Fort Riley, EKans, to the court-
martial room in wet clothes,

Fourth, That Maj. Gustay C. Taussig, Infantry, United States Army,
be reprimanded for permitting unnecessarily rough measures being used
in compelling the al conscientious objectors to take exercise.

Fifth. That Capt. R. W. Wittman, tary Police Company, Tenth
DIivision, be reprimanded for permitting the use of measures of too
drastic a nature in compelling the alleged conscientious objectors to

bathe and take exercise,
. st (Signed) E. C. DESOBRY.

CaxMy Fuxsrox, KANs., January 6, 1919,
ExAMINATION OF CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS.
TIEXRY LAYMAN,

. What is your name?—A, Henry Layman,
. Where are you from?—A. Colorado; Ordway, Colo.
. What branch of Mennonites?—A, 1 belonf to the Church of God.
. How long have you belonged ?—A. Since 1016,
: ._,Y()ll 1hvxma Iall:relm:geﬁ about two years? BSwear you belong that
ong ?—A. Yes, sir,
Q. Do your father and mother beionf to that church?—A, Yes, sir,
). Do your brothers and sisters?—A. Yes, sir.
(). How many brothers have you?—A, I have got two right brothers.
He is my ut:ﬂ)mther.
Q. You call stepbrothers * right brothers"?—A. I have got two real
brothers. .
Q. Any sisters?—A. No, sir. v
. Have yon any brothers in the Army?—A. No, sir,
, How old a bo{ are yon?—A, Bir, me? I am 24 this fall.
. How much schooling have you had ?—A. I have none in America,
Just a few, couple months; I was born in Russia,

8. Born in Russia?—A. Yes, sir.
. Have you been naturalized?—A. Yes, sir; T have been naturalized.
m ;‘sulmwna in the Army, Yes, sir; I got my citizen papers, I am

Army.
Q. You are doing noncombatant work?—A. Yes, gir; I did work in
truck com

pany.
SR R e b QR et

. mean a i .
Wiatever ¥ oo o v exactly?—A, I am working some here,
‘re?‘ sllsr it against the creed of your church to take up fighting?—A.
. Do you mean to tell me that? Do you know what the ereed of
your church is?—aA. I will explain as ?M as I can, I not highly edu-
cated American. When we join church we got to be given up all our
sin and follow Christ Jesus his way and a true man in all ways,

live uR in God's wunli.
Q. And you th that you follow that pretty well?—A, Yes, sir.
Just as much power I got. “Just as much as God give me power,
. Read your Bible in Russian and American?—A. In German.
. How often do you read it?—A. Most every day, I tried to read
tha Bil;ga seve‘;raé ymi
. you find anything in the Bible that makes you think it wron
to go to war?—A, It is in certain ways, I guess. It says not to kill nnsE
body ; got to love your enemies, :
en?xﬁi le): you love the Germans?—A. The Bible says you got to love the
3. Do you love your enemies?—A, I got no enemies, as far as I know.
T wl?a‘;l avcn.l love the Germans?—A. I got nothing against nobody in
thgighnt.o you want Germany in this country7—A. I never give that any
Q. Did you buy any liberty bonds? Thrift stamps? Gi
Red Crass?—A.n{Vell. I guess they never ask me, v Th s the
3§ "o‘:?-gf:?l;t have been a, Your conscience to buy any stamps?—
Q. Is there any reason why you should not go and fight?—A. Y
gir: Ivlvmgloélgdto nomllﬂous sect Igmitlmfollow Chrisgt J e?us. whe 53
! at do yon wou n to you if you did go an
ﬁzht?EA. I would crossd(liog's comm%.%et}{. 8 s o '
. Ever swear, ever drink, ever smoke, ever have an nnectio
witqh a woman ?—A. No, sir. A 5
Q. Did you ever go to moving pictures?—A. No, sir; and no man
S Wiy moti—A. Tt 1a'riot Heht, and h
i ¥y no s not r , and our church does not belicve
In?t. And I don’t, either.
. What is your business?—A. My business is farming.
. In Kansas?—A. Colorado.
. Not married —A. No, sir.
on live with your people?—A, Yes, sir; with my father.
mithey reques: pe fon to ask a question, as follows:
Q. If a negro were about to rape your mother and the only wa
that you coul %}-ewnt it was to shoot him, and you had a gun, woul
you do it?—A. No, sir. I would not shoot him.” I could not kill the
man. I would be going against God's law.
Q. Would you argue and reason with him?—A, I would tell him to
get out. I would not kill him,
Q. Would Tou use force—would you strike bim, knock him down ?—
A. That would not be rlﬁht.
Q. You think that is following Christ's teachings?—A., Well, I am
going to be a perfect man.
Q. Do Lm recall where Christ went in the temple and saw the money
changers *—A. Yes, sir; I do.
Q. What did he do?—A. He ran them out with a rope. I don’t bes
lieve he abused aﬂfdy.
(End of Capt. they's interrogation. Maj. Kellogg resumes inters

rogatory :

Q. WY , now, you say you don’t believe Christ hit any of them with
the whjg. He ljust took the whip and [pantomime of waving an imagi-
nary w 1{3. ow, suppose the ne%ro was in% to rape your mother
gind 1!3.1 Ig a leol, you would point it at Wouldn't you scare

m [}

Q. That is just what Christ did. He just made them believe he was
going to hit them?—A, He told them the house was not made for

u,ﬂn%and selling.
Q. Well, suppose you told the negro this house was not made for
raping. Wouldn't you?—A. I don’t belleve it would be right for me
to point the pistol against him.

Mr. KAHN. Mr, Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr., EMERSON].

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Chairman, on this, the 12th day of
February, the anniversary of the birth of Abraham Lincoln, it
is very interesting to consider for a few moments the progress
of the colored people of this country who feel greatly indebted
to him for his efforts in securing for them freedom and oppor-
tunity.

On September 22, 1862, President Lincoln issued his emanci-
pation proclamation wherein he stated that on January 1, 1863,
all persons held as slaves within certain States were to be free,
The close of the Civil War found the colored man free—not
only free, but he was invested with all the rights and responsi-
bilities of citizenship.

How he has progressed since that time is now a matter of
history, reduced to figures and facts, and it is well for us to
congider them, bearing in mind that the civilization and prog-
ress and accomplishments of this race have taken place in the
last half of a century.

In 1915 the races of the world were in about the following
proportions: Yellow, 708,000,000; white, 560,000,000; colored,
258,000,000.

To give an idea of the great increase in the efliciency of the
colored race I desire to submit the following figures:

Homes owned, 1866, 12,000; 1916, 600,000,

Farms operated, 1866, 20,000; 1916, 981,000,

Business conducted, 1866, 2,100; 1916, 45,000,

. Do
Capt.
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Wealth accumulated, 1866, $20,000,000; 1916, $1,000;000,000.

Now let us turn to educational statistics:

Percentage literate, 1866, 10 per cent; 1916, 75 per cent.

College and normal schools, 1866, 15; 1916, 500,

Teachers in public schools, 1866, 600 ; 1916, 36,900,

Students in public schools, 1866, 100,000; 19186, 1,736,000.

Property for higher education, 1866, $60,000 ; 19106, $21,500,000.

Expenditures for education, 1866, $700,000; 1916, $14,600,000,

The religious progress of the colored race has been wonderful,
and here are the figures:

Number of churches, 1866, 700; 1916, 42,000.

Number of communicants, 1868, 800,000 ; 19106, 4,570,000.

Number of Sunday schools, 1866, 1,000; 1916, 43,000.

Number of Sunday-school pupils, 1866, 50,000; 1916, 2,400,000.

Value of church property, 1866, $1,500,000; 1916, $76,000,000,

In 1914, in the State of Georgia, colored citizens made re-
turns upon $38,603,307 worth of property and owned 1,502,555
acres of land.

In North Carolina colored citizens made returns upon $32,-
107,890 worth of property.

In Virginia colored people owned 1,674,823 acres of land and
had $37,851,973 worth of real and personal property.

In 1900 colored people were interested in 51 banks and insur-
ance companies that held policies to the amount of $25,800,000.

Colored people have interested themselves in playgrounds for
children, social improvement, negro uplift, civic improvement,
health improvement.

They have won prizes in raising corn, pigs, cetton, potatoes,
and other vegetables.

They have noted preachers, inventors, teachers, sculptors,
actors, singers, painters, composers, and musicians,

The colored man in the wars of the United States has always
shown himself loyal, patriotic, and ready to fight, never flinch-
ing from duty.

The blood of colored men has been shed upon every battle
field from the Boston massacre teo the time of the signing of
the armistice last November.

Crispus Attucks, a colored man, was the first to fall in the
Boston massacre, March 5, 1770.

Samuel Lawrence led a company eof colored soldiers at
Bunker Hiil.

Peter Salem fired the shot that killed Maj. Piteairn.

The Black Legion in 1779 covered themselves with glory at
the siege of Savannah.

Over 3,000 served in the Revolutionary War and fought for
the independence of this Nation,

They served with Commodore Perry on Lake Erie, who spoke
highly of their bravery, courage, and fearlessness,

They fought under the great Jackson at New Orleans, and
helped turn back the British on that eventful day.

They marched aith Gen, Scott into Mexico and suffered with
David Orockett on the Alamo.

Nearly 200,000 fought in the Union armies during the Civil
War, and showed their bravery on numerous occasions,

_ On November 23, 1861, at a review of Confederate soldiers
1,400 colored soldiers marched, out of the 28,000 in the review,

It was the famous Tenth Cavalry that came to the rescue of
Col. Roosevelt in the first battle in Cuba.

The Twenty-fifth Infantry took a prominent part at El
Caney and the Ninth and Tenth at San Juan Hill

In this present world war thousands of colored soldiers went
over the top for freedom aund democracy.

Over 83 colored people have received Carnegie medals, 3
graduated from West Point, and they have a lower percentage
of crime than many foreign races that come to this country.

What the colored man needs is edocation and an equal eppor-

tunity. Education is the only safeguard for free institutions,
and if this oppertunity is given the colored race what will he
do in the next 50 years?

Lynchings are a form of anarchy, whether the person lynched

is black, white, or yellow. They should be discouraged by all the |
If one

means and all the power at the Government command.
crowd of people can lynch one person, whether he is innocent

or guilty, one never knows who will be the victim of the next

Iynching.

I am in favor of giving every man, black or white, an even |

opportunity to work out his own salvation.

¥qual opportunity is the essence of a free govermment; with-
out it a free government ceases to exist.

Every child in this ecountry should be given an opportunity

to obtain an education. If should be a part of the fundamental
Republics that have failed in the past have

law of the land.
failed because the people were not all educated.

“ There is so much good in the worst of us and so much bad
In the best of us that it hardly behooves any of us to speak ill
pf the rest of us.” That is a good policy,

I desire to speak strongly for the education of the colored
man, for the care of his health, and the giving him an oppor-
tunity to work out his own Tuture,

Many colored pupils have graduated from public schools and
colleges at the head of their elasses, and what ene colored pupil
has done many others can do and will do if given an oppor-
tunity.

In the city where I live—Cleveland, Ohio—there are colored
lawyers and doctors, who stand very high in their profession,
and some of the most eloquent preachers I ever listened to.

They are but representatives of the future of the colored
citizen in the professions. _

In conclusion let me state that if a peeple can accomplish
these things in 50 of the first years of their freedom, what
will they accomplish in the second 50?7

Time alone can answer the question. [Applause.]

Mr, FrexcH, by unanimous consent, had leave to extend his
remarks in the Recorp.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Michigan [Mr. SxirH].

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of
the House, of course an Army and Navy are absolutely neces-
sary to the protection and welfare of the Government, not only
for the purpose of its own defense but also to see that its
rights are protected and its sovereignty maintained. A short
time ago it was absolutely necessary that the United States
should engage in war. We found ourselves very inadequately
prepared, but with the enthusiasm, with the spirit of deter-
mination of the citizens of the Republic, we set about immedi-
ately to organize an army. I am pleased to say that the test
of the Republic was shown in the patriotism of its soldiers.

We have sometimes heard that a kingdom or a monarchy
was the best fitted to assemble its soldiers, because their sub-
jects are taught to serve and obey; but history has proven upon
every field in many wars that the American soldiers eclipse.
the soldiers of any nation as fighters under every condition and
never falter at any time or in any clime. [Applause.]

They came from their homes, they came willingly, and they
were not urged. They were cager to go to the front. They did
not request to fight alone in their own eountry., They raised
no constitutional guestion that they could not be compelled to
go into a foreign country to fight. But, as stated in the little
poem of * Bill "'—

They wanted to go over to France,
And wear those blooming uts:
They wanted to be before it was done
A roaring, fighting, son of a gun,
They wanted to :Eul.‘iow wherever they led;
ed to prove their blood was red,
They wanted to go to France,
They wanted to go over to France and learn to take a chanea,
They wnnted to be before it was done
A roaring, fi , ®on of a gun;
They want to h I:e and cal a pack,
And they didn't earve if they 4 d.n‘t come back,
They wanted to go over to France.

Those who remained at home do not ask us for congratuia-
tions because they did not have to go to France, but they say
that they are sorry they were not given the chance io serve in
the front lines, go over the top, and follow the flag in a fereign
clime, This war has demonstrated that the country need not
be afraid swhen the time comes sbout the boys rallying to the
flag. 1 do not care whether it is to suppress or fight Bolshevism

or the I. W. W., or anarchy, the country is safe in the hands

of the great American citizen and soldier. [Applause.] There
is mo place here for sedition. There is no place here for those
who advocate a different form of governmient than ours. And
why? Because we absolutely have the best Government the sun
ghines on. More men have fought for the prineciples nupon which
the Government of the United States is founded, more men to-
day are ready to uphold and advocate the blessings and benefits

of our Republie, than ever before. We have become more united

and the foundations of our institutions have been strengthened

by and because of the war. And woe to the traitor who seeks

to undermine our Government or intrigue against our Nation,

Ne men or set of men, organized or unorganized, should con-

spire against it. Wherever a republic has been formed or a

new nation come into being, since the Republic of the United

States, that country has turned to the Republic of the United

States for its gniding principles. Our Republic is the oldest,
and it gees on, anchoring its hope, its welfare, and its foture

prosperity, so full of opportunities, to the patriotism of its citi-

zens. Here every man is the equal of every other man in the

eyes of the law, marching on to a destiny that knows no bounds.

Here in this our blessed Government let each and every one of
us not only dedicate our life but also our sacred honor and

our utmost resources to the limit against every foe, whether

foreign or domestic,
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My friends, the citizens of this Government gave these men
willingly and they went willingly. We have won this war.
Some think that never again ought there to be a time when the
United States would have to rely upon the navy of another
nation. One gentleman addressing this House yesterday said
that and I wondered how many other nations relied upon the
Navy of the United States. It came out at the right time, It
came to the rescue. How many nations depended upon the sol-
diers of the United States?

The great question of demobilization is now upon us; and
now that the war is over I think these men should be returned
to their homes and to their previous occupations. They did not
enlist or enter the Army for the purpose of making a life work
of soldiering. I think that they should now be demobilized and
every man refurned to his home who has a place waiting for
him. I think it would be a good plan if a survey of the men in
the Army were taken and those who have positions waiting for
them discharged and sent home, so that they may pursue their
former vocations.

Mr. LAZARO. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. Yes.

Mr, LAZARO. No one wants to see the boys come back more
quickly than I do, but I want to ask this. The gentleman said
the war is over.

Mr, SMITH of Michigan.
I did.

Mr. LAZARO,. Is the war really over?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan., It is not.

Mr. LAZARO. And we saw fit to go into this war.

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. Certainly; and very properly; to
save our Nation and prevent German world dominion over us
as well as all other nations, as I believe.

Mr. LAZARO. And it is our war as well as it is their war.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. There is no doubt about that now.

AMr. LAZARO. The question is, Ought we to come back before
the treaty of peace is signed?

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Michigan
has expired.

Mr, KAHN. Mr, Chairman, I yield the gentleman more time.

Mr, LAZARO. In that connection I would like to know if
the gentleman knows how many men are required as an army
of occupation until the peace treaty is signed, and whether or
not we are bound to contribute our quota to that army of
occupation?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not think that we are bound
to contribute our quota to the army of occupation. I think a
great mistake was made in signing the armistice before we
marched our Army into Berlin, much as I defer to the conclu-
sion reached by our military leaders to do so. I think further
than that that if our Commander in Chief is over there to
establish this league of nations he ought to wait until he forms
and agrees upon a treaty of peace. That, in my opinion, should
come first, If any league of nations will compel us to furnish
an army to protect the borders of these small European states
und nations or to keep the boys or an army in Europe, or to keep
or to send them into Russia, then I am against it. I do not
think that our Army has any place, when this war is won, in
n foreign counfry of Europe. We did not send our Army and
our Navy into Europe or enter the war for the purpose of
policing or permanent occupation. We sent it there to bring
Germany to time, as I recollect the declaration of war. We
have finished that job. The other nations can now take eare of
Germany, and we should bring our boys home. [Applause.]

Mr. LAZARO. But the gentleman does not answer my first
nuestion. I asked the gentleman whether or not this war was
our war as well as theirs and whether or not the war was over,
and the gentleman said that the war was over.

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. Well, I wish o modify that by say-
Ing it is not completely over yet, but Germany is licked. I think
there is a great deal of unrest over there still, but I feel abso-
lately sure that England, France, Italy, and our allies can take
care of Germany, and if Germany wants more of it these
European allies can give her all she wants, I think the war is
not in shape yet that all troops can be actually taken away, but,
as stated, I think there are plenty of other troops over there to
complete the work. We do not ask for any territory; we say
that we are not asking for any indemnities; but I think we
should have some pay for our losses when the other nations get
theirs. If other nations outside of Belgium and France get
nothing, of course we do the same. If this league of peace com-
pels us to pay a part of the total cost of this war, as some of the
published reports claim, then I am against that. I do not want
any league formed for that purpose. [Applause.]

1 did not mean that abstractly if

- As I understand it and as I read and remember, Thomas Jef-
ferson and Benjamin Franklin were for a league of nations.

‘of it at least

Washington told us to avoid entangling foreign alliances, They
called it then a congress of nations. I am for peace, I have
often made use of the quotation to beat the swords into plow-
shares, and I have recited Tennyson’s Locksley Hall so many
times throughout my district that I think they all have heard it.
I am essentially for peace. We will have peace in due course,
The fighting has ceased, and it should take no longer to de-
Jﬂm;gilize the Army than it did to mobilize it and put it into the
eld,

I particularly think it was a great mistake to send our boys
into Russia. We debated the Navy bill for days on the floor of
the House, and we have debated the Army bill all of to-day, but
no one seems to know or can tell just why our Army was sent
into Russia, or how long it will remain there, or when it will be
returned. The people, the parents of the boys, and the country
are greatly worried and very solicitous about them. Already
leagues and societies are formed and are petitioning Congress
for their return. I want fo close my remarks by inserting a
telegram which I received from one of these organizations. I
wish our Commander in Chief would command the American
troops to return from Russia to America. I am sure that this
telegram expresses the sentiment of the country, and I hope our
troops now in Russia may return home without further delay.
An article appearing in the Battle Creek Inquirer, the leading
paper published in that city, of February 9, is headed as follows :
ok 3 D ehoeh i Gy A T ph e ST A, AN/ called

The telegram above referred to follows:

BATTLE CREER, MICH., Pebr 19,
Congressman J. M. C. SxirH, ool
Washington, D. €.: A

We, the wives, parents, brothers, sisters, and friends of the boys in
Russia, ask you to get in connection with Benators TowxsEXD and
Jorxsox and all other Senators and Congressmen you possibly can,
and, if possible, bring about the very early recall of our boys from Rus-
gia, as we have no quarrel with the Russl‘;n people, and we understand
our boys are in grave danger.

RussiA RECALL LEAGUE,
By BuEran CALDWELL, Secretary.

[Applause.] :

Mr, KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr. LurkiN], and he is the last
speaker.

Mr. LUFKIN. Mr, Chairman, this House on Saturday adopted
a conference report making the law of this land, so far as this
body is concerned, the largest single tax measure in the history
of the world, a tax measure which proposes to extract $6,000,-
000,000 from the pockets of the American people. Yesterday we
commenced to spend some of the money which we are going to
raise by that tax bill. We started in by appropriating over
$700,000,000 for the naval bill and in authorizing over $400,-
000,000 more. To-day we are starting in to spend some more
of that tax. We are commencing the consideration of the
largest Army appropriation bill in the history of this country in
peace times, and in the short time that is nccorded me to-night
I desire to read a letter which I have received to-day from one
of my constituents, a prominent professional man in Massa-
chusetts, who gives what seems to me to be some very interesting
comments on the present administration of these large appro-
priations. The letter is dated Boston, February 8, 1919, and
is as follows:

BosTox, February 8, 1919,
Hon. WILLFRED W. LUurkiy, M, C,,
Washington, D. C, £

DeAnr MR, LUrkIN: As a constituent of yours, I desire to thank yon
for youol;}goait!on on the income-tax bill now pending in Congress for
$6,000, ,000 to assist in carrying on the war. I hope that you will
be able to come home and help in the victory loan, the drive for which
is soon to be started. The Government needs every financial assistanca
to carry on the war now raging about the peace table in P’aris. I am

rti rly interested in the above matter, as I have a son now in’

rance who enlisted as a private who would not have been reached in
the draft bemti in class 4. He was offered a commission as a_second
lieutenant in the Quartermaster Department, but declined it, thinking
his duty was to fight. He went overseas in June, leaving a wife and a
child less than 4 months of . In a letter written December 28, the
last one received by me, he informed me that the last letter he received
from home was da (’)ctober 1, mailed in Paris by an English officer
who sailed from Halifax, No letter from his wife since September.
Since July 1 he Las received one month’s pay, which, after deducting
his wife’s allowance and his insurance, left him in the vicinity of $3.
Since June I have sent him by checks and cables $700, hoping that some
might reach him, but they have not, I’ackages for
Christmas also failed to arrive. !

I know that it is not the fault of the Government that his malil
is not delivered or that he has not received his Pusl'l, for Gen, Pershing
ur%ed @ one to write, write, write to their husband or son, as
nothing in the world cheered a soldier like letters from home (dmre
has been at least five letters every week since his departure and no
deliver% of mail with the exception of the letters before named since
August). If he needs letters to cheer him up, I am much worried for
fear that he may develop acute melancholia; or that the $4
paid him by the Government mn{ lead him into a wasteful and ex-
travagant habit in his mode of life and make it harder for him when
he returns and has nothing but his profession to fall back on for the
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gupport of himself and his family. Could yon mot get a portion of the
hundred million dollar appmgsaﬁon that yon voted for to feed the
hungry of Russin, Bulgaria, rkey, Italy, and France, to keep down
the rising tide of social unrest. 1 am sure that France, nlways generous,
wounld be pleased to give up all or any part of her contribution to pay
off an American soldler. He would at once put it in circulation in
their country. Would it not have been well to have amended the bill
providing that said sum should be paid when our own soldliers had
received what was dne them? Of course I know that this is not the
fault of our Government that letters are not delivered or that the
!msmaster has not the money to fh*e the boys their monthly pay, but
t is the niggardly and parsimonions American peo%ie that have em-
barrassed tﬁ: Government in not furmishing sufficient money to
carry it on to a successful termination.

I write this letter “more in sorrow tham in anger,” but when yon
appreciate that the deaths from the influenza in this coun Were so
terribly exaggerated in the French papers, and you k recelving letters
from one over there without one word of complaint, simply begging for
letters, letters, letters—“Are you alive?" ete—Iit gets under an old
man's skin In time. If you wi vﬁgt me a passport to France I will go
over and carry letters from his e and mother, a pleture of his baby,
and a little cash from the old man, without any expense to this Govern-
ment, 1 will pay my taxes without a murmur, subseribe for the victory
Joan, buy thrift stamps, make contributions to the Red Cross, Salvation

. én.lshts of Otsumhus. Yonng Men's Christian Association, milk
for ¥rench bables, and potatoes for Irish ones; will send all of old
clothes to the Belgians, pay the luxury tax on my new omnes; g0
without lguor after .Tuiy 1; will keep all the commandments and wish
there were more for me to ]neep—all of this, O Lord, will I do, If you
will onl t one little postal card to my son on the other side announc-
ing tha ﬁ: wife and daughter, mother and father still live.

[Applause.]

You might also bring, incidentally, to the attention of the onc who is
onsible for this situation the words of the Prophet Isaiah,  They
praise ue with their lips, but their bearts are far from me."”

Very truly, yours,

. 8—Do not let my name appear if you use this letter, as they might
send the kid to Siberia.

[Applause.]

And so it has been all along the line, From the very day the
‘Ameriean forces landed in France the mail conditions have been
intclerable and the system of payments, especially to the
wounded and sick men in the hospitals, a disgrace to any great
organized effort of this sort. At the beginning the War De-
partment passed the buck to the Post Office Department, and
it was promptly passed back again. *The mail conditions are
jmproving,” said the Postmaster General and the Secrefary of
War on this side. “Conditions are improving” echoed Gen.
Pershing and his staff across the sea. Apparently everyone
was satisfied except the officers and the men themselves, who
continued to receive no mail or mail at very irregular inter-
vals and who still considered a regular pay day as a total
stranger.

“ Dut this is war,” said the defenders of the administration,
“ These soldiers can not expect to have things go on with the
regularity in vogue during peace times.” This argument might
be sound were it not for the fact that no such conditions ex-
jsted in the English Army. Apparently the English and Cana-
dian soldiers received both their pay and mail with reguolarity
and dispatch. But allowing for all the difficulties to be over-
come while the troops were on constant move during the period
of hostilities, what excuse is there for these conditions to con-
tinue and even to grow worse now that most of the units are
located at fixed points? What excuse is there for a wounded
‘American soldier in n hospital for months to have received no
mail since last summer, though his family had written him on
an average of four times a week? What excuse is there for these
letters to be returned to the father and mother of that boy,
letters which were properly and fully addressed, as described in
a letter which I have recently received from a constitnent in
Marblehead, Mass, Listen to this:

My Dpar CoxcressymaAN: To you the people from this district pour
A, One hundred and first Regime: é%ﬁ’iﬁ’ﬂ&‘iﬁ"”ﬁﬁf‘“m

e hnn: T & can =
tionary Ie has been wounded three timeg in action, and has
been cited Gen. Clarence R. Edwards, formerly commanding the
a'wentg-ni:th Division, for heroic acts of bravery under enemy fire.

On Japuary 2, 1919, we received a letter from him, dated December
12, 1918. At that time he was on his way back from the hospital
}g;:xe 19) to his battery, and he gave his address Army Post Office 709,

erican Expeditionary Forces. In that letter he siated that he had
mnot received o single word from home since August, 1918, a period of
over four months. Never a week passes by that less than four letiers,
besides ms:;n , are malled to him by we home folks, nnd he was
terribly worr about us, as he knew that the influenza was raging
here, To-day we received 11 letters we had addressed to him. The
envelopes, which I am inclosing in this letter, that you may note the
sgtamped dates on them and also see that they were properly addressed.

I hold those envelopes here, all clearly and completely ad-
dressed.

Yon may note that the first date is Angust 25, and in the boy's letier
of December 12 he wrote that the letter of Angust 19 was the last
one he received. .

I am a patient and loyal man and have endured many things in

oe, nseé the country wus at war. Dut now patience ceases to
be a virtue when I think of the ineflicient way in which this Demo-
cratic Government has treated the wounded soldfers. We were advised
to write letters to our boys, to keep up their morale, but it seems that

Becretary Baker and Postmaster General Burleson, of cnble-grnhbing
fame, are so interested in the political future of the Democratic Party
and the furtherance of their own political future that such a thing as
a home letter to a poor wounded boy lyin% in a hospital 3,000 miles
from home is of no moment to them. It is easler to transport that
letter 3,000 miles across the ocean and 3,000 miles back than to make
an attempt to find the wounded boy.

God knows, and He only, where all the letters we wrote In October
and November and are. Perhaps t‘hrﬁy are on the way back
E}n fnhlﬁ country, and that poor boy of mine 1 wait in vain to hear

ome.

If you could find out for me just where he is located bLack in his
battery or at a replacement camp, I would send him a cablegram to let
him know that we home folks are all right. His mother is terribl
worrled about the boy worrying about us. If the inclosed envelopes 1
be of n.n{easslstant to you in helping to arouse the majority (thank God,
soon to in the minority) pa to some semblance of thelr responsi-
billtylto the people and not their party, you can use them in any way
Yyou please,

If the Barnum and Dailey circus émrnda now going on in Furope is
over, and if the descriptions of that trlumphal tour have all been cabled
across to this country, I would suggest that President Wilson devote
part of his time to straightening out the Burleson mess of congested
mail conditions. Col, House is there with him, and if they are not
eng-ugh, perhaps some more Texas politicians could be sent over to help

ou
Berlously, Mr. Congressman, I am sore to-night when I think of the
worry that has been needl inflicted mn my kid by the mess this
administration has made in looking after comfort and welfare of our
boys. Thankinf you for what you have done for me and all Marblehead
in this war, I close.
Very truly, yours,

And these complaints are not confined to any one group of
people or to any one section of the country. I quote you from
an editorial from the Lowell Sun, one of the leading Demo-
cratic newspapers published in the district represented by my
colleague, the Hon, Joax Jacor Rogers, who limself has for
months been making a fight against existing conditions. Listen
to what the editor of that Democratic newspaper has to say:

One of the most gl instances of the failure of overseas mall to
arrive at its destination in France was b t to my attention a day
or two ago when I heard the story told by a ell young woman, who
mmmureuﬂ?cﬁhack%ofhermmﬁttenwamﬂod
of several months. The next day brought several more. Why they
never reached the soldier to whom theﬁere addressed is not known,
but that does mot alleviate hours of eartening walting which he
doubtlessly experienced. A soldier away from home, without mail,
soon loses his enthusiasm for the job at hand. The
more acutely the postal department, should have realized this
made more than ever possible effort to overseas mail throm
is not a remote case by any means, although it is the most deplorable
piece of evidence yet brought to our attention.

Here is a case from Salem, Mass., deseribing another abuse
now going on in France, to wit, the practice of transferring
men discharged from the hospitals to new units under orders
to continue indefinitely in France instead of restoring them to
their old divisions and comrades, slated for an early return to
this country.

Hon, WiLLrnep W, LUFEIX.

DeAr 8imm: I have the honor of calling your attention to a case which
I should like very much to have your opinion of. My son, a corporal
in Company B, One hundred and fourt nited States Infantry, was
sent to a hospital on October 28 with trench feet. In a letter received
from him, u date of December 10, he states that he was
from the hospital the last of November and, with some more men of
the Twenty-sixth Division, was marched to Dillon and assigned to the
Three hun and nineteenth Regiment, Eightieth Division. In a cable-
gram published in the papers yesterday it is stated that the Twenty-
sixth Division had been ordered home. On ing I am informed that
the Eightieth Division has not been slated for an early return. Do you
think it is right for the Twenty-sixth Division to come home and some
of the men who have been with it ever since it left here, men who have
1 t with it all through the war, be left behind? Do you think it is
right to leave them over there because they were unfortunate enough
to be sent to a hospital? My son has a wife depending on him for su

rt, and if there is any possible way to have him return with the untgt':

¢ belongs with I wish you would kind enough to let me know, I
have taken this matter up with Maj, Gen, Clarence R. Edwards, and am
inclosing his nEIy, which I would thank you very much to return with
the answer to this letter,
Sincerely, yours.

The letter from the office of Maj. Gen. Edwards, formerly com-
manding the Twenty-sixth Division, but now commanding the
Department of the Northeast in this couniry, indicates that this
nefarions practice referred to by my constituent was onece broken
up, but apparently it has now again been resumed.

HEADQUARTERS NORTHEASTERN DEPARTMENT,
99 Chauncey Sircet, Boston, Mass.

My Dear SIE: Your letter in regard to your son * * * has been
received, and the general directs me to tell you that after 1 efforts
he succeeded in getting an order published which required all soldiers to
be sent back to their own organizations when discharged from the hos-
pital. Apparently this order has been revoked since we left France, or
soggbody has violated the order in sending your son to another organi-
zation.

It is to be regretted that he could not return to his own ountfit which
is ihe same as home to him in a military sense, and if there is mfthlng
I conld do to adjust the matter I wounld be only too glad to do it, but
the American Expeditionary Forces are far away, and a matter of this
sort would be very diffienlt to correct. * = =

Yours, very truly,

(o |

Jonx W. TIVYATT,
Major, Infantry,
Here is another letter from Marblehead, Mass., rockbound in
both its shores and its republicanism, This letter indicates
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how some of the money which we voted to take out of the peo-
ple’s pockets in taxes last Saturday is being spent. It also indi-
cates how one Republican in that town lpoks with favor upon
the gallant efforts of my friend and colleague, Congressman
JAMES A, GALLIvaN, in his fight for justice to the officers and men
of the Twenty-sixth, or Yankee, Division. Here is what he says:

My Dear Sin: I hope that you are supporting Congressman GALLIVAN
in the volleys which he is pouring forth against existing conditions, .I
could vote for GALLIvAN with enthusiasm. Here in Marblehead two
coast patrols were brought Into the harbor five weeks ago. The boats
are out of commisgsion, but still the 20 men are boarding in town, at
the Government's expense, doing nothing and drawing their pay. Every
one of these men declares he wants to get out and get to work and not
idle his days away without object or purpose. Twenty men's salary
for five weeks to be added with 10,000 others to the taxes imposed upon
every man who owns a hut that he calls or thinks his own. Secretary
Baker has monkeyed with Congress about long enough, and I reilaice
that it was a Massachusetts man who had the shades of Roosevelt to
gtand and rebuke him, With kindest regards for your success, I remain,

Yours, truly,

I might quote from similar letters for hours. Every Member
of this House could probably do the same, But we must do more
than quote from letters. We must find out who is responsible
for these shortcomings, and we must place the blame where it
belongs, regardless of who gets hurt. This should be one of
the first and most important tasks of the new Congress. The
American people demand an answer, and it is apparently im-
possible to obtain it from this Congress. But some committee,
either a regular or a special one, must undertake these investi-
gations once we are called into special session. I am a mem-
ber of the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department.
The function of that committee is to investigate just such mat-
ters as the ones to which I have referred. The committee has
never had a meeting during the present Congress. I have never
had the honor even of meeting the chairman; but with the com-
ing of the new Congress, with a Republican chairman at the
head, I predict that this committee will resume the functions
for which it was intended, will endeavor to find out and tell to
the American Congress and the American people who is re-
sponsible for all this cussedness and neglect in the comfort and
care of our victorious warriors.

Mr. LUFKIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the REcorp.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Massachusefts. [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr. SAuxpers of Virginia, Chairman of ihe
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that committee had had under consideration the
bill H, R. 15835, the Army appropriation bill, and had come to
no resolution thereon.

The SPEAKER. The bill, H, R. 15608, was erroneously re-
ferred to the Private Calendar, whereas it should be on the
House Calendar. The Chair therefore refers it to the House
Calendar. i

RATIFICATION OF PROHIBITION AMENDMENT.
The SPEAKER. The Chair has a certificate from the gover-

nor of Nevada announcing the ratification of the prohibition
amendment.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, Mr. McCoramick was granted leave of
absence for five days on account of important business.

REPRINT OF A BILL.

Mr, McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, at the request
of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever], chairman of
the Committee on Agriculture, I ask unanimous consent for a
reprint of the bill H. R. 1579G.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan? [After a pause.] The Chair hears

none.
PRINTING ADDRESS OF SENATOR LODGE ON LATE EX-PRESIDENT
ROOSEVELT.
Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana

[Mr. Banxmart] expected to ask unanimous consent to have
the House print 20,000 copies of the address delivered by Sen-
ator LopnGe on Sunday upon the life, character, and public serv-
ices of Ex-President Roosevelt. In his absence and with his
approval I make that request, the copies to be ecirenlated
through the folding room.

The SPEAKER. To be published as a House document?

Mr. WALSH, Yes, sir.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent that 20,000 copies of Senator Lobce's eulogy
on Col. Roosevelt be printed. Is there objection? {

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, I would like to inquire how many that would allot to
each Member?

The SPEAKER. Fifty.

Mr. ROGERS. Reserving the right to object, which I shall
not do, I want to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts if he
has any information as to the character of the paper which
will be used in this reprint, and whether he knows there is
any way by which a rather better quality of paper can be used
than is habitually employed in the printing of the speeches of
Members of the House?

Mr. WALSH. I have no knowledge upon that point, but I
think the chairman of the Committee on Printing could see
that a better quality of paper is used for the printing of this
document.

Mr. ROGERS. I suggest that the Members interested confer
with the chairman of the Committee on Printing and urge that
that be done.

Mr. WALSH. From the conversation I have had with him,
I know that he would favor that.

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman will permit, there have
been instances where the House has ordered certain speeches
printed as a House document, and where it has been printed
in a form different from the ordinary document, and well fit-
ting the occasion. I assume that will be the case in this in-
stance.

Mr. WALSH. That can be done without any specific order
of the House?

Mr. STAFFORD, Without any specific order of the House.

The SPEAKER. I do not know how it is done, but Senator
Kxox made a speech in the Senate not long ago that was
printed in much larger type and on better paper than the
average congressional speech.

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I had in mind speeches de-
livered by yourself and the gentleman from North Carolina
and others anent the retirement of Representative Johm J.
Fitzgerald, and which I asked unanimous consent to be printed
as a document, and they were compiled in a very fitting form.

b'g‘he SPEAKER. I do not think there will be any doubt
about it.

Mr. STAFFORD. That will undoubtedly be properly taken
care of by the Committee on Printing,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent that the House print 20,000 copies of the
address of Senator Lopge on the late Theodore Roosevelt, to
be distributed through the folding room. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

PRINTING OF CONFERENCE REPORT ON REVENUE BILL.

Mr, KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
there be printed 14,000 copies of the conference report on the
revenue bill, half of them to go to the House folding room and
half to the document room.

The SPEAKER. Has the Senate passed on it?

Mr. KITCHIN. This is within the $500 limit.

The SPEAKER. But has the Senate agreed to the confer-
ence report? '

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes, sir. )

Mr. ROGERS. Will the form in which the gentleman pro-
poses to print this conference report show the text as it will
actually be enacted, without any of these lines stricken through?

Mr. KITCHIN. Just exactly.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
KircHiN] asks unanimous consent that 14,000 copies of the
conference report on the revenue bill be printed, half to be dis-
tributed through the folding room and half through the docu-
ment room. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none,

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW,

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock
4. m. to-morrow. .

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? '

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, I under-
stand that general debate on the military appropriation bill
has not been concluded. )

Mr. KITCHIN. The understanding is that it has been con-
cluded with the exception of the speech by the gentleman from
California [Mr. Kagx], who will have an hour to-morrow.

Mr, STAFFORD. And after that it will be considered under
the five-minute rule?
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Mr. KITCHIN, Yes, sir.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr., Krrcmix]? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

ADJOURNMEXNT.

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 30
minutes p. m.) the House, under its previous order, adjourned
until to-morrow, Thursday, February 13, 1919, at 11 o’clock a. m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

 Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting
copy of a communieation from the Secretary of the Navy, sub-
mitting deficiency estimate of appropriation required by the Navy
Department and Naval Establishments for the fiscal year 1919,
and for prior years (H. Doec. No. 1787) ; to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting
copy of a communication from the president of the Board of
Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia, submitting estimates
of deficiencies in appropriations required by the District of Col-
umbia for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919,
and for prior years (H. Doe, No. 1788) ; to the Committee on
‘Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re-
Terred to the several calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr. DILLON, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, to which was referred the bill (8. 5316) granting the
consent of Congress to Wenatchee-Beebe Orchard Co. to con-
struct a bridge across the Columbia River at or within 4 miles
northerly from the town of Chelan Falls, in the State of Wash-
ington, reported the same without amendment, anccompanied by
a report (No. 1061), which said bill and report were referred to
thie House Calendar.

Mr. MAHER, from the Committee on Labor, to which was re-
ferred the bill (H. R. 12634) to encourage instruction in the
hygiene of maternity and infancy, and to extend proper care for
maternity and infancy; to provide for cooperation with the
States in the promotion of such instruection and care in the rural
districts; to appropriate money and regulate its expenditure;
and for other purposes, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 1062), which said bill and report
were referred to the Committee of the \WWhole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. FERRIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
avhich was referred the bill (8. 2021) to add certain lands to
the Sequoia National Park, Cal., and to change the name of said
park to Roosevelt National Park, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1063), which said bill and
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

AND

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and meniorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 15891) authorizing the See-
retary of War to donate to the city of New Castle, Ky., two
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15892) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Frankfort, Kv. two German cannons
or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 15803) to donate two can-
nons of obsolete pattern to the village of Baudette, in the State
of Minnesota ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15804) to donate two cannons of obsolete
pattern to the villnge of Spooner, Minn.; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 15895) providing for the
purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building
at Bucyrus, Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 1589G) for the purchase of a
post-office site at Phoenix, N. Y.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds. )

Also, a bill (H. R. 15807) to provide for the erection of a post-
oflice building at Oneida, N. Y.; to the Committee on Publie
Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15898) for the purchase of a site for and
the erection of a post-office building at Lowville, N. Y,; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. !

By Mr. DEMPSEY : A bill (H. R. 15899) for the purchase of
a post-office site at Youngstown, N. Y.; to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15900) for the purchase of a post-office site
at Middleport, N. Y.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

Also, o bill (H. R. 15901) for the purchase of a site and the
erection thereon of a public building at Tonawanda, Erie
County, N. Y.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

By Mr. MAGEE: A bill (H. R, 15902) providing that the
United States may be made a party defendant in the same
manner as a private person in certain legal processes dealing
with real property ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BRAND: A bill (H. R, 15903) to amend paragraph 5
of section 5 of the United States cotton-futures act, approved
August 11, 1916, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 15904) to provide for the erec-
tion of n Federal office building on the site acquired for the
Subtreasury in St. Louis, Mo.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. CHANDLER of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 15905) au-
thorizing the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Sand
Spring, Okla., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15900) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to fhe city of Copan, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R, 153907) increasing the limit
of cost for a Federal building at Wilson, N. C.; to the Commit-
tee on Publie Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 15808) for the construction
of a post-office building at Rutherfordton, N. C.; to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. LUFKIN: Resolution (H. Res. 572) to print the
manuscript entitled “Address of Henry Cabot Lodge, in honor
of Theodore Roosevelt,” as n House document; to the Commit-
tee on Printing.

By Mr. HUDDLESTON : Resolution (H. Res. 573) requesting
the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish the House information
regarding number of persons in the United States whose incomes
amount to $3,000 o $1,000,000; to the Committee on Ways and
Means,

By Mr. MONDELL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 425) relating
to the fuel supply of the city of Casper, Wyo.; to the Committee
on the Publie Lands.

By Mr. CARY : Memorial from the Legislature of the State of
Wisconsin, relating to the establishment of a free, united, and
independent Polish nation; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. DAY : Memorial from the Legislature of the State of
Utah, memorializing Congress for the passage of an amendment
to certain bills introduced in order to provide a more equitable
application of Federal aid for post roads in sparsely settled
States, and to provide a more reasonable time limit for the
availability of such Federal aid; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. DOOLING : Memorial from the Legislature of the
State of New York, urging favorable action on bill amending an
act for the construction of dams across navigable waters; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of New York,
relating to retention by the State of New York of information
on selective draft ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. LAMPERT : Memorial of the Legislature of the State
of Wisconsin, relating to the establishment of a free, united, and
independent Polish nation ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. ADOLPHUS P. NELSON: Memorial of the Legisla-
ture of the State of Wisconsin, relating to the establishment of a
free, united, and independent Polish nation; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. SCHALL: Memorial of the Legislature of the State
of Minnesota, relating to injuries sustained by persons in war’
industries, to be included. in legislation for the relief of soldiers,
sailors, and marines; to the Committee on Education.
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'PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CLAYPOOL: A bill (H. R. 15809) granting an in-
crease of pension to John Devine; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, .

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 15910) granting a pension
to Abigail Merriman; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. It. 15911) granting a pension to Mrs. Edward
MecLaughlin; to the Commitiee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 156912) granting an increase of pension fo
Richard J. Fanning; fo the Committec on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HAWLEY : A bill (H. R. 15913) granting a pension to
Melyille C. Sullivan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

. By Mr. LUNN: A bill (H. R. 15914) granting an increase of
pension to Gilbert G. Harris; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GRAY of New Jersey: Joint resolution (H. J. Res.
426) to provide for the recognition and reasonable remunera-
tion of William Russell Hinsdale, of Orange, N. J.; to the Com-
mittec on Naval Affairs,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, petitions and papers were lald
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. BROWNING: Petition of citizens of Gloucester
County, N. J., protesting against postal zone law; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CAREW: Pefition of Central Federated Union of
Greater New York and vicinity, asking Congress to repeal law
prohibiting increase in wages of customhense laborers; to the
Committee on Labor.

Also, memorial of Merchants’' Association of New York, rela-
tive to the discontinuance of operation by the Govermment of
railroads, telephones, and telegraphs; to the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. DOOLING: Petition of Central Tederated Union of
Greater New York and vicinity, asking Congress to repeal the
law prohibiting increase in wages for customhouse laborers,

so that the Secretary of the Treasury may legally give them o |

suitable, just, and living wage; to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. FARR: Petition of Seranton (Pa.) Board of Trade,
urging control and operation of telephone and telegraph lines
until Congress shall have studied the guestion and determined
upon a proper procedure to be followed thereafter; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Leon F. Moss, of Los An-
geles, Cal., advocating the construction of paved frunk-line
highways; to the Committee on Roads.

Also, petition of mothers of soldiers and sailors of Massqa-

chusetts, protesting against $50 bonus to be paid discharged
soldiers of United States, as compared with Canadian sol-
diers, who get six months’ pay; to the Committee on Military

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of George Werner and other citi-
gzens of Lancaster, Pa., urging enactment of legislation provid-
ing for national ownership smnd Government operation of rail-
roads in the United States and its possessions; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.,

- Also, petition of Samuel Bell and oiher vitizens of Lancaster, |

Pa., urging enactment of legislation providing for national
ownership and Government operation of railroads in the United

States and its possessions; to the Commitiee on Interstate and

_ Poreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Willinmm H. Hager, of Laucaster, Pa., re-
questing repeal of the periodical-postage mmendment; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HOLLINGEWORTH : Memorial of Charles Jolmson

Post, New York, with 39 citizens of eighteenth Ohio congres- |

sional district, asking for repeal of zene postal system; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. KEARINS: Petition of certain citizens of Portsmonth,
Ohio, asking for passage of House bill 10550, relating to Gor-
ernment operation of railroads; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

"By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Iteselution of ihe Gen-
eral Assembly of the State of Rhode Island, “ profesting against

the improper method of computing and the excessive charges

on telephone calls to points outside local-service areas through-
ont the United States”; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. LAMPERT : Petition of employees of Western Union

Telegraph Co., Manitowoe, Wis., protesting against elimination |

of certain clauses of a contract entered into between the tele-
graph officials and employees which in a measure would have

offset the extreme high cost of living due to war conditions: to
the Committee on Labor.

Also, petition of Northern Hemlock & Hardwood Manufac-
turers’ Association, relating to employment of returning sol-
diers or securing it for them; to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. NOLAN: Petition of residents of Los Angeles and
vicinity, favoring House bill 10550 providing for Governinent
ownership and operation of all railroads; to the Commitiee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of Transpertation Club of San
Francisco, Cal., in protest against the propoesed tax on club dues:
to the Committee on Ways and Means. )

Also, memorial of Municipal Leaguc of Los Angeles, Cal,,
urging apprepriation of moneys for maintenance of railways,
ete.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr, POLK: Petition of Board of Public Edueation, Wil-
mington, Del., asking support of bill introduced by Hon. Ciranies
Pore CArpwirr, of New York, requiring War Department to
loan machine tools not in use for Government purpoeses to trade
and technical schools and universities; to the Commitice on
Edueation.

By Mr. RAKER : Petitions of R. C. Stratton, . F. Bingham.
and W. A. Douglas, San Francisco; W. 8. Young, Roseville;
Mrs. M. E. Lofton, Henderson; S. K. Chapman, Dunsmuir:
G. V. Robinson, Rough and Ready; Leland A. Colby, Clio:
Mrs. J. J. Scofield, Big Oak Flat; Mrs. H. K. Hestchinson, Lake
City; H. R, Wall, Sonora; K. K. Torreson and Mrs, O, Haw-
kinson, Jelly; George L. Burger, Junction City; Mrs. I, A.
Douglas, Grass Valley ; Mrs. E. M. Cooper, Oleta ; Shiego Fergir,
Loomis; H. L. Burnham, Los Molinos; Mrs. M., R. Smith,
Camanche; H. E. Williams, Cassell; Sarah A, Bailey, Ham-
burg; Mrs. IL J. Hanson, Wendel ; R. D. Kellog, Richfield ; Mrs.
George N. McDow, Susanville; Mrs, A. A. Miller, Sonora:
Eva Q. Clark, Westwood; C. H. IIam, Mrs, C. H. Ham, Mrs.
C. F. Lewis, and Lea Feleiger, colonel, United States Army,
retired, San Francisco, all in the State of California, urging
repeal of the postal zone rate system; to the Committec on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of women’s c¢lubs of Orange
County, Cal., favoring the creation of a department of educa-
tion; to the Committee on Education.

Also, petitipn of Business Woman's Civie Club, of Los An-
zeles, Cal, favoring the creation of a league of nations to safe-
guard the peace that has been won by the joint efforts of the
allied nations; to the Cominittee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of Monday Afternoon Club, of Covina, Cal.,
favoring the creation of a league of nations to safeguard the
peace of the world; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. SHOUSE: Petition of residents of Dodge City and
Ford County, Kans., for continuance of Government contrel of
railroads for five years; to the Commiftee on Inferstate and
Foreign Commerce. :

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of sundry labor employecs of
Utiea, N. Y., protesting against the taxation provided for in
House bill 12863, to provide revenue for the Govermment; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

SENATE.
Trursoay, February 13, 1919.

Rev., G. W. Popkins, of the city of Washington, offered the fol-
lowing prayver:

Oh, Lord God, our Father, Father of Jesus Christ the Savior
of the world, incline Thy cars this morning and hear the
prayers of Thy people. We thank Thee, Lord, for the blessings
that have waited upon this Nation from its carliest history
until the present moment. May we be guided in the future
by Thy spirit, counseled by Thy wisdom, protected by Thy
power, and saved by Thy grace. Guide these Thy servants

| here with Thy wisdom, and may they be lively instruments in

Thy hands fer accomplishing great good for this Nation and
ihrough the Nation for the world. We humbly ask it all in-
Jesus's uame.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed-
ings of the legislative day of Tuesday, February 11, 1919, when
on request of Mr. McKerrar, and by unanimous consent, the
further reading was dispensed with and the Journal was ap-
proved.

BOLSHEYIST PROPAGANDA IN WASHINGTON (8. DOC, N0, 380).

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
a communication from the Attorney General, which will be
read. .
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